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was ever formed. The division of the powers of 
the General and State Governments, so admirably 
adapted to the protection and the promotion of the | 
interests of the nation and of the individual States; | 
the perfect harmony and beautiful simplicity of | 
the whole machinery working in such admirable | 
order, commanded alike the admjation and won- 
der of men. Endangered at lai 
to put into practical operation the extreme and | 
dangerous and, I would add, absurd theory of the 
constitutional right of a State to secede from the 
Union, we must be careful, in avoiding this danger 
in our political system, not to drift to the other 
extreme, whereby the rights of the States would 
be ignored and swallowed up in consolidation and 
centralization. Our safety consists in guarding 
with jealous care the rightsand the powers of the 
individual States as well as of the General Gov- 
ernment, as defined in the Federal Constitution; 
a Coustitution which in the achievements of hu- 
man wisdom stands without a parallel, and of 
which a distinguished Virginian, at one time an 
eloquent member of this House, now a general in 
the confederate service, said: 


|| tion, 
by an attempt \| 


|} and meet the common obligations which we al! 


| owe to the parent Government. But how can w 
| expect them to do this with all the onerous con- 
| ditions which are so strenuously urged by some 
| imposed upon them? No, sir, even after the war 
| is over there must be negotiation and reconcilia- 
All these people cannot be driven in exiie 
from the country; you cannot punish: them all for 
the crime of treason; they must come back, and 
while they will be taught and if need be forced 
to obey the laws, they must be made to feel that 


respected and protected, and by a faithful observ- 
ance of all the laws they will be placed upon the 
same footing of equality with every other citizen 
of the Republic. To insure their fidelity, they 
may and perhaps they ought to be required to 
take such oaths and to conform to such other 
reasonabla_ conditions as will be sanctioned by 
the good judgment and accord with the enlight- 
ened liberality of the country. By this policy 
we may reasonably hope to have peace after the 
war is over; the disorders of society produced 
by the rebellion will be assuaged; prejudices en- 





** Washington, Franklin, Jefferson, all combined, in Con- || 


gress or Out of Congress, in Convention or out of Conven- 
tion, never made that Constitution; God Almighty sent it 
down to your fathers. It was a work, too, of glory, and a 
work of inspiration. 


**I believe that as fully as I believe in my Bible. No 
man, from Hamilton and Jay and Madison—trom Edmund 
Randolph, who had the chief hand in making it, and he 
was a Virginian—the writers of it, the authors of it, and 
you who have lived under it from 1789 to this year of our 
Lord 1858, and none of your fathers, and none of your fath- 
ers’ sous, have ever measured the height, or the depth, or 
the length, or the breadth of the wisdom of that Constitu- 
tion.”’—Speech of Henry A. Wise, 1858, 

I act upon the theory that the Union is to be 
preserved and the Government saved from wreck; 
for it may be, if we fail in the grand effort which 
we are now making for national preservation, 
the whole character of our institutions may be 
changed, and the Government itself converted 
into an absolute military despotism. For one, 
sir, | would be content to-day with the old order 
of things, with the Constitution as it is and 
the Union as it was.’? They met the objects for 
which they were created. No people on earth 


ever prospered as have the American people un- | 


der the influence of our free and beneficent insti- 
tutions. ‘They were established by the wisest 
and noblest set of men who ever adorned the an- 
nals of human history. I was satisfied with their 
work. It was good enough for me and for my 
children. I would not have changed it myself, 
nor do | know the men who are wise enough to 


with that advancement and rational progress in 
the science of government and human improve- 
ment which a more liberalized culture among the 
masses and a steadily advancing Christian civili- 
zation would be sure to bring. 

_ Mr. Speaker, as we seem to approach the term- 
ination of this struggle, questions of the great- 
est magnitade constantly spring up, demanding 
of us.the most earnest consideration in their 
proper settlement. Even after the rebellion is over- 
thrown, their capital taken, and their archives 
(if they have any) scattered to the four winds 

and their military power so far overcome as to be 
no longer effective and dangerous, the question 
will still be asked, how can the masses of the 
people be best brought back to their former rela- 
tions to the Government? I know the theory is 
encouraged by some gentlemen—I hope they are 
not very numerous—that these people are to be 
deprived of all their political rights, that they are 
no longer to be readmitted to the full Satoate 

of citizenship under the Government. hatever 

Justice there may be in all such suggestions as 

applicable to the leaders in this rebellion, I can- | 
not appreciate the wisdom or practicability of | 
such a policy being extended to all the masses of | 
the people. It would certainly be destructive of | 
all the ends we aim at,” in endeavoring to bring | 
about a restoration of the Government. We all | 





kindled by the fierce conflict of arms will be soft- 
ened; and we must leave to time to heal other 
wounds and to wear away the sectional animosi- 
ties so long agitating the country, culminating, at 
last, in a disgraceful and bloody war, and shak- 
ing the very foundations upon which the super- 
structure of our GoverMnent rests. 

| Mr. Speaker, in my poor view this is the only 
mode by which we can ever expect to restore per- 
feet peace to the country and bring again once 
more to al] the people that prosperity and good 


this rebellion. Residing in a State where at one 
time the opposition to the Federal Government 
| on the partof many of the citizens was violentand 
i} unrelenting, which has furnished a large number 
| of soldiers to the confederate army, and in which 
\| the authority of the General Government has 
|| been almost entirely reéstublished, and the citi- 
| zens have returned to their allegiance, [ am not 
wholly without experience in reference to the in- 
| fluence and good effect of the policy to which I 
| have adverted. I know that these opinions will 
find but little sympathy with many gentlemen on 
this floor. Extremely radical as they are and in- 
dignant at the attempt to destroy the Government, 
| irritated at the calamities which the war has 
| brought upon the country,and the heavy burdeus 
which must rest for many years to come upon 
the shoulders of the people, and following the 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


inflicting punishment upon the guilty than by 
a liberal and humane policy endeavaring to win 
them back to their allegiance. They would con- 
fiscate their estates; they would parcel out their 
lands among the brave soldiers who have borne 
aloft the banner of their country in the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion; they would deprive them 
of the right to vote, as well as of the right to hold 
office under the Government; they would estab- 
lish a system of serfdom over the entire southern 
1 States; they would create anecessity fora stand- 
| ing army inevery county and district of that part 

of our country in order to keep the peace and 
prevent revolt! And some would even go so far 
as to elevate thénegro to the privileges of eiti- 
zenship, and the ownership of the property of 
the country, while they would see our own race, 
men of Anglo-Saxon blood, degraded in the scale 
of being, and become mere ‘* hewers of wood 
and drawers of water’’ for that servile and inferior 
race of men whom they had hitherto held as 
slaves! Sir, I cannot repress the indignation 
which I feel and which the bare intimation of a 
policy like this awakens in my bosom, and | can 
regard themen who would attempt the execution 
of such a policy as none other than madmen. 

“Oh, judgment! art thou fled to brutish beasts, 
And have men Jost their reason ?” 


Mr. Speaker, 1 think I appreciate at its full 


| 





| value the importance of the preservation of the 


ont a desire to see the southern people, who | American Union and of the Government of the 


ave been led astray, return to their allegiance 


162 


United States. The idea of a continuance of our 


under the Government all their rights will be | 


| : ; t . 
| order which existed prior to the breaking out of 
| 


t || instincts of human nature, they think more of 
improve it. And all this is perfectly consistent | 


BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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national unity and the grand results in the levg 
vista of coming years which would flow from it 
in diffusing the blessings of hberty and of fre 
government to mankind in every part of the hal 

itable globe, has been the thought, more than any 
other, which has guided and influenced my po- 
litical action in life. It has been the political di- 
vinity at whose altar | have worshiped from my 
infancy; and when I contemplate the horrors 


|| which must inevitably result from the breaking 


up of this national unity, the degradation and 


| dishonor which must forever attach to the very 


| name of American, I feel that weoughtto be ready 


| serve it. 


to make any and every sacrifice in order to pre- 
But, sir, there are some things, in my 
view, Which are even worse than disunion; and 
rather than see that bright and beautiful land de- 


| stroyed, its people deprived of citizenship, the 


southern States brought into complete subjection 
and controlled and governed by the other States; 
rather than see the negro, under the influence of 
a false philanthropy and a pertinacious fanati- 
cism, taking the place of the white man, and 
made by law politically and socially his equal, 
or, as some would prefer, his master; sir, rather 
than to witness these things, horrible as.the idea 
of disunion has ever been to me,l would suy let 
there be separation, hoping still, however, that in 
the future, when the animositieg of the present 
hour no longer controlled, another generation of 
men, following the patriotic example of the fathers 
of the Republic, would bring about union once 
more, so much demanded by the interests of this 
continent and the happiness and liberty of oui 
race. No, sir, ] am for preserving the Govern- 


iment, but with all the “dignity, equality, and 


rights of the several States unimpatred,’’ and, I 


will add further, with the rights of the people, of 


every citizen of the Republic, in whatever part 


| of it he may reside, equal under the law and w 
| 


der the Constitetion, responsible only in a legal 
and constitutional manner for any violations ot 


| the law or for any crimes and offeuses whicl he 


| may commitagainst the Government, 


ryy 
These are 


| the general views which have occurred to me us 
| most proper to be adopted in any plan of reunion 


which may come up for consideration after the 
cessation of hostilities,and they are substantially 
embodied in the resolution which we now have 


under consideration. But, sir, all these theortes 
’ , 


| will fail, all resolutions passed by this House or 


| public. 


by the Congress of the United States will be of 
no avail unless our arms meet with success. The 
overthrow of the military power of the South is 
a sine qua non to the reéstablishment of peace and 
the restoration of the Union; and every measure 
which tends tostrengthen our Army, to, encour- 
age our soldiers in the field, to sustain our gen- 
erals, should receive the cordial support and 
hearty: approbation of every patriot in the land. 

Mr. Speaker, I have never despaired of the Re- 
[ know the terrible trial which is now 
upon us, and the still more terrible ordeal through 


which we may yet have to pass before we reach 


| the end of the struggle. 


But, sir, | believe that 


| the American people will be equal to all emer- 


| are alive to its importance. 


cencies that may spring out of this contest. They 
They know the 
issues at stake, Hitherto they have responded 
with alacrity and promptness to every call wluch 
the Government has made upon them; they have 
not spared their means; and they have proved 


themselves ever ready to bare their bosoms to 


the storm. And now, at the very crisis of the 
nation’s fate, in the midst of the remorseless and 
desperate struggle which has at last come upon 


| us; when the capital of the coufederate States is 


threatened, and, as we hope, on the eve of being 
taken, and the president aud high officers driven 
from the sacred soil of Virginia, and their gov- 
ernment literally broken up; when the brave and 


immortal Grant, worthy, as he has proved hini- 


| 


self to be, of the highest honors of the nation, is 
bearing aloft the national ensign, and carrying 
the eagles of the Republie to the very heart of 
rebeldom, we have abundant cause of thank- 


fulness to Almighty God for the bright bow of 
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romise which spans our skies. And in this 
Geer of the deepest anxiety, when the fate of the 
nation and the perpetuity of our Government is 
trembling in the balance, and when the complete 
s of our arms will send a thrill of gladness 
an hope and ef confidence to the heart 
of every friend of free Government throughout 
the habitable globe, may God inspire every true 
friend of the Constitution and of the Union with 
courage, with patience, with hope, with magna- 
nimity, that we may meet the duties of the hour 
like **men, high-minded men,’’ not only at the 
present time, but also when we shall have passed 
the great impending crisis which is now upon us. 

With these remarks, Mr. Speaker, if no other 
gentleman desires to discuss the resolution, I 
move the previous question; but I first desire to 


uit er 


1ot yoy, ol 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


eee ee 


| 


| j 


modify it by striking out the word “ substantial.’? | 


The SPEAKER. When the resolution was 
offered on the 16th of December last the gentle- 
man from Vermont moved its reference toa select 
committee. The previous question, of course, 
covers that motion. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri to give me an opportunity to 
offer an amendment before he moves the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Having modi- 


fied the resolution, I believe I must insist upon | 


the previous question. 


Mr. MORRILL. I rise for the purpose of 


odifying my motion soas to refer the resolution | : . ; 
m ying my motion . J | ation |) McClurg, McDowell, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, James R. 
to the select committee on the rebellious States. | ; 

I rise to a privileged ques- | 


I desire the House to resume the consider- | 


Mr. SMITHERS. 
tion. 
ation of the Kentucky contested-election case. 
The SPEAKER. 
yrecedence. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


That question will take | 


[ appeal to the gentleman | 


from Delaware to allow this question to be dis- | 


posed of, 

Mr. SMITHERS. 
would be dispos 
| would do so, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. A contested- 
election case is always a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ascer- 


If | was certain that it 
d of under the previous question 





ee 


inquiry to the gentleman from Vermont. 
of ** Object !””] 

Mr. MALLORY. I make the point of order 
that the committee on the rebellious States, being 
a select committee, having made its report, and 
that report having been acted on by the House, is 
functus offigio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is correct; but a select committee can be 
revived by the reference of a bill, resolution, or 
petition to it by the House. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusctts. That com- 
mittee has before it a petition which I presented, 
and has not yet reported. 


[Cries 


\| 


OBE. 








I Knapp, Low, Le Blond, Long 


Vy sd Ed hee, 





Mallory, Marcy, McDowell 


James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, John 


| O'Neill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 


Rogers, James 8. Rollins, Ross, Scott, John B. Steele, Wil- 
liam G. Steele, Stiles, Sweat, Voorhees, Wadsworth, 
Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. 
White, Winfield, Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—66. 

So the resolution was referred to the select com- 
mittee on the rebellious States. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. LAZEAR stated that he had paired with 


his colleague, Mr. Moorneap. 
Mr. COX stated that Mr. McKinney had gone 


|, home with the dead body of an officer. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD called for the yeas | 


and nays on his motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 27, nays 114; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, Jobn | 
D. Baldwin, Brandegee, Creswell, Thomas T. Davis, |) 
Dawes, Donnelly, Eliot, Farnsworth, Garfield, Grinnell, |! 
Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Little- |} 


john, Schenck, Sloan, Spalding, Stevens, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Fernando Wood— 
27. 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Alley, Ancona, Baily, 


Augustus C. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. | 
Blair, Bliss, Boyd, Brooks, James 8. Brown, Chanler, Am- | 
brose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, | 


Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Eckley, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, 


rnglish, Fenton, Finck, Frank, Ganson, Gooch, Griswold, | 
Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Higby, || 
Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Hutchins, Ingersoll, Jenckes, | 


Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Kasson, Kelley, Orlando 
Kellogg, Kernan, King, Knapp, Le Blond, Loan, Long, 
Longyear, Mallory, Marcy, Marvin, McAllister, McBride, 


Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, 
Noble, @dell, Charles O'Neill, John O'Neill, Orth, Patter- 
son, Pendleton, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Pruyn, 
Radford, Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall, Alexan- 
der H, Rice, John H. Rice, Rogers, Edward H. Rollins, 
James 8. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Scott, Shannon, Smith, 
Sthithers, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, 
Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Voor- 
hees, Wadsworth, Willian B. Washburn, Webster, Wha- 


Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. Mipp.eton 
had paired with Mr. Bourwe.u. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN stated that his colleague, 
Mr. W.J; Auven, was detained in Baltimore by 
sickness. 

Mr. McALLISTER said he had paired with 
Mr. Broomatt. 

Mr. ANCONA stated that he understood his 
colleague, Mr. Miter, had paired with Mr. 
JULIAN. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


ILARBORS ON THE LAKES. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky, who is entitled to the floor 
on the Kentucky contested-election case, [Mr. 
Yeaman,] yields the floor to me to move to sus- 
pend the rules to report and have passed a bill to 
provide for the repair and preservation of certain 
public works of the United States. I move to sus- 
pend the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. ANCONA. [ask if that bill has been be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. ANCONA. Then I raise the question of 
order that the bill, making appropriations, must gu 


| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


ley, Wheeler, Joseph W. White, Williams, Woodbridge, || 


‘and Yeaman—114. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
| the table. 


Mr. COX. I wish to make an appeal to the 


|| House to give us a direct vote on this resolution, 


tain from the gentleman from Delaware whether | 


he calls up his question of privilege. 

Mr. SMITHERS. As it seems to be the de- 
sire of the House that I should waive it for a 
moment, I will do so. 

Mr. COX. Have the yeas and nays been or- 
dere d? 

The SPEAKER. They have not been. 

Mr. COX. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which was on the motion 
to refer to the select committee on the rebellious 


States, on which the yeas and nays had been or- | 


dere d. ” 


MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT. 


‘A message 


rom the President of the United | 


States, by Mr. Nicovay, his Private Secretary, | 


announced that the President had approved and 
signed an act (H. R. No. 272) for the relief of 
Julia A. Ames; an act (H. R. No. 407) author- 
izing the establishment of ocean mail steamship 
ervice between the United States and Brazil; and 
an act( H.R. No. 432) for the relief of the citizens 
of Denver, in the Territory of Colorado. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, announced thet the Senate had 
passed an act (S. No. 199) relating to the com- 
pensation of pension agents; an act (S. No. 288) 
to amend an act for the relief of Solomon Wads- 
worth; and an act (S. No. 291) to amend an act 
entitled *An act to enable the people of Colorado 
‘o form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Union on 
in equal footing with the original States.” 


SUPPORT OF THE WAR—AGAIN. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 


move to la 


Is it in order to 
the resolution on the table? 


The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. COX. [ask unanimous consent to put an 


and not strangle it by referring it to a committee, 

The SPEAKER. The genileman is not in or- 
der. No debate is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Is it in 

y 
order to move to amend the motion by directing 
the committee to report the resolution ata specified 
| time? 

The SPEAKER. 

_in order, the previous question having been or- 
dered. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I wish to make 
an appeal to my friend from Vermont. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I merely wish 
to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I desire to 
say [Shouts of “Order!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was 
ordered on the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri himself, and he must know that it is not in 
order to debate. ; 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. 
merely want to appeal to patriotic gentlemen on 
all sides to pass this resolution. 

The question was taken on Mr. Morruw’s res- 
olution, and it was decided in the affirmative— 
_ yeas 81, nays 66; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Amold, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boyd, Bran 
degee, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, 
Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 

| Deming, Donnelly, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, Hotch- 
kiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Joun H. Hubbard, f ulburd, In- 
| gersoll, Jenckes, Kasson, Keiley, Francis W. Kellogg, Or 
| lando Kellogg, Littlejohn, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, Mc- 
| Clurg, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Charles O’Neill, Orth, Perham, 
| Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. 
| Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, 
Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Stevens, 
Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Vaikenburgh, Elihu 
| B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Augus- 
tus C. Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, Brooks, James 8. 
Brown, Chanler, Coffroth, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, 
Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Grider, 
Griswold, Harding ee Charles M. Harris, Herrick, 
| Holman, Philip Johnson, Villiam Jotinson, Kernan, King, 








That motion would not be | 


Well, sir, I | 


Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois is to suspend all rules that in- 
terfere with the consideration of the bill at this 
time in the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were suspended—ayes 90, noes 20. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 now w- 


| port the bill, and demand the previous question 


on its engrossment and third reading. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered to be put. 


The bill was read. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and was accordingly read the third 


| time. 


| engrossed bill. 


Mr. ANCONA. 


I demand the reading of the 


The SPEAKER. The bill is not engrossed, 


_ but it has received its third reading, and the de- 


mand of the gentleman therefore comes too late. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 demand 


| the previous question on the passage of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
eousider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUNISHMENT OF GUERRILLAS. 


Mr. SCHENCK. | ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report from the Committee 


on Military Affairs a bill for the punishment of 


guerrillas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LE BLOND. I object to that bill. 

Mr.SCHENCK. I movetosuspend the rules. 

The bill was read. It is to provide for the more 
speedy punishment of guerrillas, and for other 
purposes. It enacts that the provisions of the 
twenty-first section of an act entitled “An act 
for enrolling and calling out the national forces,”’ 
approved March 3, 1863, shall apply as well to 
the sentences of military commissions as to those 
of courts-martial; and authorizes the command- 
ing general in the field, or the commander of the 
department, as the case may be, to carry into ex- 
ecution all sentences against guerrillas for rob- 
bery, arson, burglary, rape, assault with intent 





LS FE NCS Lk DAO A ARR gc 


5 SRNR MRS OTERO SG MINT 


BR ALS 2825 





5 pec EE OOF 


| 
; 
| 
. 
H 


2 





1864. 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





2579 


) : 7 ne sa . ~e y 7 ‘ " = a z . 
to commit rape, violations of the laws and cus- | proper to refer the resolution to the Committee | Mr. ENGLISH moved to reconsider the vote 
|| by which the bill was passed; and also meved 


toms of war, &c. The second section enacts 
that every officer authorized to order a general 
court-martial shall have power to pardon or mit- 


igate any punishment ordered by such court, | 


including that of confinement in the penitentiary, 
except the sentence of death, or of cashiering or 
dismissing an officer, which sentences it shall be 
competent, during the continuance of the present 
rebellion, for the general commanding the army 
in the field, or the department commander, as the 
case may be, to remit or mitigate; and it repeals 
the fifth section of the actapproved July’17, 1862, 


| for the District of Columbia, I will not object. 

| Mr. COX. There may be objection on that 

side of the House. 
Mr. DAWES. 

the House. 
Mr. COX. 


the ordinary course? 


next Monday, and the only purpose is, not to al- 


|| ter the qualification of a single voter, but to per- 


chapter two hundred and one, so far as it relates | 


to sentences of imprisonment in the penitentiary. 
Mr. CHANLER. [call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. , ‘ 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative; yeas 79, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Baily, Join D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacub B. 
Blair, Boyd, Brandegee, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Creswell, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Demiug, Donnelly, 
Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, 
Grinnell, Griswold, Higby, Hotchkiss, Asahe! W. Hubbard, 
John H. Hubbard, Huiburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Kasson, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, 


Marvin, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Daniel Morris, James | 


Kh. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Charles O'Neill, 


Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Ran- | 
dail, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rige, Edward H. Rollins, 


Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, 
Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge 
—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Brooks, James 8S. Brown, Chanler, Cox, Cra- 
ven§, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Finck, 
Ganson, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Philip Johnson, 
William Johnson, Kernan, Kuapp, Le Blond, Lom Mal- 
lory, Marcy, Noble, Odell, Pruyn, Radtord, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, James 8. Rollins, Ross, Scot, John B. Steele, Stiles, 
Sweat, Wadsworth, Chilton A. White, and Fernando 
W ood—42. 


So the rules were not suspended, two thirds not 
having voted therefor. 


REGISTRATION OF VOTERS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, there is a joint 
resolution on the Speaker’s table which provides 
for registering the names of voters in this District 
which have been omitted. It does not alter the 
qualifications of voters atall, and [ ask that it may 
be taken up and passed, as the charter election 
takes place next Monday. Itonly authorizes the 


registering of the names of voters which have | 


been omitted. It is Senate joint resolution No. 


57, to amend the charter of the city of Washing- 
ton. 


Mr. STEELE, of New York. 1 object, unless 
it is referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES. Before moving to suspend the 


rules | ask the gentleman whether he desires to 
amend the resolution. 


Mr. STEELE, of New York. 


lumbia for action. 
committee. 
Mr.DAWES. Let it come before the House, 


and then the gentleman can make the motion to 
refer. 


It properly belongs to that 


Mr. STEELE, of New York. What is the | 


object of that? 
ir. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Let us go 


to the Speaker’s table, and pass the joint resolu- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. It is the last one upon the 
Speaker’s table. 
Mr. DAWES. Let it come before the House, 


and then the gentleman can make the motion to 
refer it. 


Mr. STEELE, of New York. Why cannot I 
make that motion now? 
Mr. DAWES. Because it is not before the 


House. I do not object to the gentleman’s mo- 
tion. 


_Mr. YEAMAN. Is it competent for me to in- 
sist on the regular order of business? 


The SPEA 


to suspend the rules. 


Mr. COX. Does the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts want the resolution referred to the Com- | 


mittee for the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAWES. I prefer to have it passed now. 
The gentleman from New York can make his 
motion to refer it. If the House shail think it 


ER. There is a motion pending | 


y I ask that it be | 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- | 








|| mit the voter whose name has been omitted by 


f THat is 
It ought to be done before the 
I do not see why there should 


mistake or otherwise, to be registered. 
all [ desire to do. 

| charter election. 
| bé objection to it. 
Mr. COX. 


Mr. DAWES. The charter election occurs | 


The Committee for the District of || 


| Columbia have a special day assigned to them, | 


| next Friday, when they can report this resolution 
_back. I hope the gentleman will consent to that 
arrangement. 
Mr. DAWES. 
be objection to registering the names of qualified 
voters. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
The SPEAKER. 


Is this debate in order? 
It is not. 


to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 
Mr. YEAMAN. [insist on the regular order 
of business. 


for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. By going to the Speaker’s 
table it will be a long while before the resolution 
is reached. 

Mr.DAWES. In order to expedite business, 


I will agree to let the resolution be referred. 


and second time, and referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there authority to report 
at any time? 


Mr. ANCONA. I object to that. 
MARQUETTE AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD. 


Mr. ENGLISH. lask unanimous consent to 
make a report from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SMITHERS. 
not take long. 

Mr. ENGLISH. The Committee on Public 
Lands have had but little time to make reports. 
I desired to submit one, but was prevented from 


I will not object if it does 








| ing the time for the completion of the Marquette 
and Ontonagon railroad, inthe State of Michigan. 

Mr. SLOAN. I object. 

Mr. ENGLISH moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, demanded the 
yeas andnays. « 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70; 
noes 25. 


in favor thereof. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded. 





and SLoan. 

The main question was ordered, the tellers 
having reported—ayes 78, noes 22. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | desire to ask whether 
anything has been done toward the completion 
of this railroad, and if so, how much has been 


a grant of land this is, and whether it is in the 


hands of the State of Michigan or in the hands | 


of speculators? 
Mr. FENTON. 
question has been ordered. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am surprised at the 
attempt to put through a bill of this kind. 


doing so. I ask unanimous consent to report back | 
from that committee House bill No. 469, extend- | 


So the rules were suspended, two thirds voting 


The SPEAKER ordered tellers on ordering the | 
main question, and appointed Messrs. Enetisn | 


I object to debate, as the main | 


I do not see why there should | 


Mr. DAWES. Iask the gentleman to give way | 


The joint resolution was taken up, read a first | 


It will be within the control of 


Why take this resolution out of || 





Mr. DAWES. | move that the House proceed || 


to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same,namely: 

An act (S. No. 248) in relation to franked 
matter; and 

An act (8S. No. 65) to provide for the payment 
of the claims of Peruvian citizens under the con- 
vention between the United States and Peru of 
the 12th of January, 1864. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House proceeded, as the regular order of 
business, to the consideration of the report of the 
Committee of Elections in the contested-election 
case of McHenry vs. Yeaman, of Kentucky; 
upon which the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Yeaman) was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. YEAMAN took the floor. 

Mr. HARDING. Will my colleague yield 
to me? . 

Mr. YEAMAN. For a few moments, if it 
does not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. It willcome out of the gen- 
tleman’s time except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRICE. I object, unless it is taken out 
of the time of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HARDING. I hope the gentleman will 


| withdraw his objection, as this is a case from my 


| own State, 








| at the polls. 


Mr. PRICE. 1 cannot do it. 

Mr. YEAMAN. I will yield the gentleman 
five minutes of my time. 

Mr. HARDING. Itisnotmy desire to make 
any extended remarks, yet | am notentirely sat 
isfied to give a silent vote upon a case peculiarly 
situated as this is, coming from my own State. 
I contend, in the first place, that there was no 
necessity for any military interference whatever, 
because under the statute of Kentucky every man 
who had aided in the rebellion was disfranchised 
He had no rights, and was expatriated. That 
statute had been pressed upon the judges of elec- 
tions by the proclamation of the Gorverice, and 
there was therefore no“possible danger of any 
interference upon their part. A few of those rebel 
citizens were scattered about, but not in sufficient 
numbers to congregate and make any difficulty 
However, an order of General 
Burnside was issued, the most objectionable feat- 
ure of which was the proclamation of martial law 
on the day of an election. It was unnecessary. 
But the orders of Shackleford and Foster, which 
followed, were outrages upon all principles of 
law and Constitution. 

The issue between most of the candidates of 
that election was a vigorous prosecution of the 
war or not, and consequently those who were in 
favor of a vigorous prosecution of the war were 


in favor of voting men and money. Those up- 


|| start military despots undertook to decide the 


NGLISH demanded the previous ques- || 





The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. SLOAN. I move that the bill be laid on | 
the table. 


a motion was not agreed to. 
he bill was then passed. 


} 


| 
| 


| 


question in advance by declaring that whoever 


| was in favor of a vigorous prosecution of the war, 


| ifiable. 


|| ference in the State of Kentucky. 
built; and I would also like to inquire how large | 


| and of course in favor of voting men and money, 
might vote, but that whoever was not in favor of 
| @ vigorous prosecution of the war for the sup- 


pression of the rebellion should not vote, nor 
should he ran as a candidate. While I was in 
favor of furnishing men and money, and of a 
vigorous prosecution of the war, yet | would look 
with indignation and scorn upon any attempt 
upon the part of any officers to crush out those 
aT een to me or to that sentiment. 
protest, therefore, against all military inter- 
It was unne- 
cessary and uncalled for; and, moreover, it never 
can take place to any extent without a violation 
of the Constitution and law, and is wholiy unjust- 
The right of free and untrammeled vot- 
ing is the great foundation right of all other rights, 
and the people ought to struggle to the very Jast 
to maintainit, They ought to struggle at the ex- 
pense even of their blood to maintain this the most 
precious of their constitutional rights, While I 
take this view of the case, I condemn in the strong- 
est terms imaginable all interference in the State 


of Kentucky or elsewhere with the freedom of ~ 
| election. 


Vhe right is one that should never be 
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surrendered under any circumstances, and force 


be met by force everywhere where the 
mode. 


attennpet om 


Now, here is a clear case of military interfer- 
ence, unjustifiable, unconstitutional, and lawless, 
i justified on no principle whatever. Yet the 


question is, does it therefore follow that where |! 


there was any military interference to any extent 
whatever the eleetion was rendered void? To 


lustrate the matter, suppose that in an election | 
ween) A and B, the sheriff in a single precinct, | 


het. 


with a mob surrounding him, in a Jawless man- 
ner and by force excludes half a dozen good and 
loyal citizens who had a right to vote and who 
would have voted for B, but still A has received 


1 majority of five thousand in the whole district, | 


is the whole election to be declared void? The 
mere fact that there was unlawful and criminal 


witerference does not necessarily and per se render | 


theelection void. We must come down to some 
better test than that. 


by the situng member in this district would have 
elected any man in any district in Kentucky at 
the last August election. ‘The vote he received 
would have been a majority of the largest vote 
given in any one of the congressional districts in 
Kentucky. He received over 5,000 majority. 
Now, while these unjustifiable orders may have 
kept some men from the polls, yet is it not to be 
presumed that the majority who voted for my 
colleague were compelled to vote for him? The 
gentleman received a vote which would have 
elected any congressional candidate in Kentucky, 
aud | must therefore conclude that the eleetion 
was not rendered void, while at the same time I 
would denounce in the strongest terms all mili- 
tary interference; and if | give a vote in favor of 
the sitting member, I do not desire to be under- 
stood as giving the least countenance to military 
iuterterence, 
and contempt, 
Mr. YEAMAN. Mr. Speaker, there are vari- 
ous allegations in the contestant’s notice, all of 
which are specifically denied, and afew of which 
have a shadow of support in the evidence taken. 
1 will not trouble the House with reading the 
pleadings, bat will in a few words state the 
points in controversy, The contestant alleges 
that my election was procured and his defeat was 
caused by military interference, 
and | deny it; and that is the issue which this 
Llouse has to try, [tis nota question whether 


this or thatorder was right; the question is wheth- | 


er the people of the district have spoken, and 
whether | was elected and he was deteated by 
inilitary interference or their choice, 

Beforé I address myself to the main question at 
issue in this case, I desire to make a few passing 
allusions to the debate that occurred in this House 
on Friday evening. The contestantthen declared, 
as 1 disunctly understood him after a repetition of 
what he said, thatthis order of Colonel Foster 
was eXhibited to me in writing before it was pro- 
mulgated. Thatstatement l emphatically denied. 
1 understood the contestant afterwards to dis- 
claim it. When my colleague from the Mays- 
ville district { Mr. Wapsworru] made allusion to 
a fact which he supposed was legitimately stated 
in the minority report, | explained to him that at 
the request of gentlemen from other counties, 
who were In my town,I did frank two copies of 
it without comment or direction. 

'n regard tp the matter of franking this order 
I said on this floor that it was astatement which 
had been interpolated into the minority report by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. rename) 
That is, foisted, improperly, unduly inserte 
withoutauthority, In connection with that state- 
ment I alleged that it was not a fact averred and 
relied upon in the pleadings; | alleged that it was 


nowhere proved in the evidence; | alleged that it | 


wasa statement of a thing said to have been hinted 
or charged in the committee-room; and that the 
minority member of that committee who made 


allusion to this matter never was inthe committec- | 


room to hear what had oceurred there. Having 
made this distinct statement I appealed to him 
(my manner may have been earnest, as it usually 
is, but my language was respectful, ) to state when, 
where, and from whom he got this statement, and 
by what authority it was put into the minority 
report, The House will distinctly remember that 
he distinetly flinched from the question; that he 


I have here the votesin all | 
the districts in Kentucky, and the vote received | 


I would treat it always with scorn | 


| case. 


He affirms that | 














| is his order? 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


|| made no pretense or attempt to answer it; but 


straightway commenced reading an extractabout 
another irrelevant matter, putting an improper 
construction on what he did read, and finally il- 
lustrated his vexation and defeat by firinga volley 
of conditional epithets at me, and closed the door 
to further remark on my part by refusing to yield 
tome. Truly that was a piece of gallant and 
courtly and generous and knightly conduct on this 
floor. Such logic is powerful, only it cuts back- 
wards and slays its author. Such manifestations 
of courage come through a cheap advertisement, 
and&he world generally comes to the conclusion 
that the article is worth justaboutas much as the 
advertisement cost the owner. Elaving refused to 
answer the question, having failed to contradict 
the statements I made, the only possible inference 
that the House can draw is that he had this state- 
ment in an ex parte out-door representation from 
the mouth of the contestant; and on that authority 
he presumed to put it in this minority report. 1 


| submit to the House whether the charge I made 


has not been fastened on him by the facts of the 
case, and by his conduct in that debate. 

{ wish, Mr. Speaker, that that was the only 
instance of the kind to be found in the minority 
report. There is here a military order made part 
of it, dated ** Headquarters, Districtof Kentucky, 
Louisville, July 25, 1863,’’ signed ** By order of 
Brigadier Gencral Boyle.’? Where did that order 
come from? I affirm that it did not come from 
the record in this case. It is nowhere averred 
and relied upon in tke pleadings. It is nowhere 
given in evidence under the general issue. It is 
barely alluded to by one witness, who makes the 
allusion without being asked. ‘The contestant’s 
brother—a gentleman who practices law for aliv- 
ing, and who therefore ought to know something 
about the rules of evidence—undertook to state a 
part of that paper without stating all of it, and 
without making protert of the instrument. He 
undertook to state that three or four men were 
prevented from voting, without giving the name 


|of a man that was so proveniede and without 
| swearing a single one o 


the men so referred to. 
I thank them for introducing that order into this 
1 find in it this elause: 


“Whenever it becomes necessary to seize or impress 


| private property for military purposes, the property of sym- 


pathizers with the rebellion and of those opposed to fur- 
nishing any more men or any more money to maintain the 
Federal Government and suppress the rebellion, will be first 
seized and impressed.”’ 4 

This is an order by a Kentucky general. It 
furnishes authority for the conduct complained 
of in the notice in regard to the impressment of 


| horses. 


That order was found in a black pamphlet is- 
sued soon after the election by acommittee of dis- 


| appointed candidates, editors who had jumped off 


the Union train, and original secessionists; a de- 
feated candidate for Governor,a defeated candidate 
for Congress; a defeated candidate for the Senate; 
in short, a very select company of courtly gentle- 
men with sour stomachs. ‘The pamphlet has been 
industriously used by the contestant in prosecu- 
ting his case. 

What else do I find in this minority report? I 
find an allegation that ‘* scarcely a vote was cast 
for him (the contestant) that was not subject to 
some illegal test or improper criticism.” | affirm 
that the member of that committee who makes 
that allegation in this minority report cannot rise 
in his place and give the names of five men who 
were treated as he alleges that almost all of the 
3,083 who voted for the contestant were treated. 
In speaking of the order of General Burnside he 
says that he was called upon to interfere. That 
is notin the record. If it is true I do not know 
it to be true. He says in this connection that 
‘every military officer in the State was converted 
into a judge of the qualifications of voters and can- 
didates, and transmitted their opinions, in the 
shape of military orders, to the judges of county 
courts and judges of poll-books, who were con- 
strained to receive and execute them ‘ atthe point 
of the bayonet.’’? The words ‘tat the point of 
the bayonet”’ are putin quotation marks, as ifthey 
were an extract {rom the proclamation, or from 
some of these orders, while they appear in none 
of them. General Burnside’s ordergave no such 
directions. ‘Besides that, his order was issued 
after all these other orders were issued, What 
‘To see how it comports with the 
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statement that is made of it, | read one extract 
from it: 


* As it ts notthe intention of the commanding general to 
interfere with the proper expression of public opinion, all 
discretion in the conduct of the election will be, as usual, 
in the hands of the legally appointed judges at the polls, whw 
will be held strictly responsible that no disloyal person be 
allowed to vote, and to this end the military power is or- 
dered to give them its utmost support. 

* The civil authority, civil courts, and business, wili net 
be suspended by this order. It is for the purpose only of 
protecting, if necessary, the rights of loyal citizens aud the 
freedom of election.” . 

I find, Mr, Speaker, another allegation in this 
minority report. It says: 

** But there is another point in the career of the contest 
ant, from which dates all his misfortunes. He sinned 
against the spirit of fanaticism on the subject of the negro. 
He issued an order as colonel of his regiment enforeing the 
laws of Kentucky on the question of slavery. For this he 
was dismissed from a service which he had adorned, and 
in which he had shed his blood.” 

These facts are not affirmed or relied upon in 
the pleadings; they are not given in evidence in 
the general issue. There is but one witness who 
1 remember speaks of the fact, and he brings it 
out in answer to a question by the contestant him- 


| self in order to show why rebels had voted for 


him. Deposition of J. B. Bennett, page 163 of 
printed record: 

* Question by McHenry, No.1. Do you, or not, think that 
the southern-rights men, secessionists, and rebels of Onio 
county would-have V@ted for McHenry over Yeaman on 


| account of the manner and principle upon which he was 
| dismissed from the Army, all other things being equal he- 
| tween him and Yeaman ? 


* Answer. [ think they would have voted for McHenry, 
on account of the order he issued to his regimeut which 


| caused his dismissal, before they would for Yeaman.’? 


Sir, { had no intention of introducing this mat- 
ter into this discussion; but after its introduction 
into the House by the minority of the committee 
and by the contestant himself, let him have the 
benefit of it. I do not intend to mortify him by 
reading the order dismissing him fromthe Army. 
1 do not intend to make any effort to create cap- 
ital against him by reading that part of the order of 
the contestant which was construed to be a vio- 
lation of the Articles of War, and for which he was 
dismissed fromthe Army. Butit wasacomimon 
remark in the district that the man who wrote 
that order ought to go to school a while before 
he went to Congress; and I will read a single 
peayagraph from the order for the purpose of show- 
lug the justice of that opinion, 

* All negroes, not slaves or freemen, will hereafter not be 
allowed in this regiment, and all officers and soldiers are 
forbidden from employing any other than slaves vr negroes 
known to be free.” 

Now, it was a curious question with plain men 
to know howany negroes could be excluded from 


| camp after admitting all slaves and all free ne- 
| groes. 


[Laughter.]} 

Now, sir, it was no part of my purpose to lug 
these matters in here against the contestant, and 
I should not have referred to them if they had 
not been brought to the attention of the House 
by the minority report; but I have been con- 
strained by the course pursued by the author of 
that singular document. 

The Committee of Elections, having given this 
case a protracted, laborious, and patient investi- 

ation, reported that | was entitled to the seat. 

hey did this without hesitation, and the vote 
was unanimous among gentlemen of both politi- 
cal parties who heard the case or paid any atten- 
tion toit incommittee. The case was elaborately 
argued on both sides, The labors of such a com- 
mittee on such a question are eminently judicial 
in their character, Its disposition ought to be 
attended with the candor, the propriety, and the 
absence of foreign matter that appertain to judi- 
cial investigation and judgment. 

I would have nothing to say about this report, 
notwithstanding its limited and partial view of the 
case, but for a coarse personal assault on me 
which its author has seen proper to make. He 
says: 

* But another issue has been presented by the sitting 
member in this ease. He calls in question the loyalty of 
the contestant, and by elaborate insinuations attempts to 
identify him with the cause of the southern confederacy.” 

Omitting some epithets as to myself and some 
glowing praise upon the contestant, he says 


again: 
“The sitting member remained at his home, which was 
made seeure from the enemies of the country by the pa- 


triotism and courage of the contestant, whese fidelity to 
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his Government is now impeached. This war has devel- 
oped many strange traits of character, but none more so than | 
such a trait as this.” 

The allegations which | have made in my an- 
swer to contestant’s notice in regurd to his con- 
duct and speeches in the canvass, were made to 
show why the loyal people of the district voted 
for me and against him, and in this view were 
perfectly legiumate. They are fully sustained by 
the proof in this case. 1 made them and others 
to the contestant’s face on the stump every day 
when we canvassed together for two months, and 
he never once ventured todenythem. I charged 
that at Calhoun he urged that he ought to be 
elected to Congress because he had the confidence 
of both parties, whereas | insisted that l had not 
the confidence of both parties, but only of one, 
and deemed it a fatal objection to a man to claim 
that he had it of both. That at Owensboro’ he 
said, in referring to the beginning of these trou- 
bles, ‘‘the South said this was an assault on 
States rights, State laws, and State institutions, | 
and African slavery. We Union men denied it, | 
but it has come upon us, showing that they were | 
right and we were wrong.’’ ‘That at Brownsville | 
he exhorted the people not to send their sons to 
the Aymu to fight for radical principles which they 
could not approve. ‘That at various points he | 
would exhort the people to take their stand upon 
the principles he would advocate, and fight both 
North and South to sustain them. ‘That at | 
Whitesville he stated that the rebels had ap- | 
proached him and offered him their votes and all 
the money he wanted to make the race on if he 
would take a position against the war, said he de- 
clined it, and claimed to himself credit in reject- 
ing the proposition. I charged that he openly, 
publicly, and privately sought the rebel vote of 
the district, and boasted that he would receive it. 
That a great majority of the votes he got were 
those of rebelsand rebel sympathizers. That he | 
and his friends and relations first asked for a 
Union convention to make a nomination, pledged | 
himself toabide by it, bolted it a month before it | 
was held, boasting that he intended to beat the 
nominee, and after it had metand made a nomina- 
tion denounced it all over the district as a radical 
abolition concern, These are the objections I urged 
against him on the stump. These are the things 
that disgusted the Union men of the district and 
made them vote for me and against him. And 
because | have used some of these things to illus- 
trate the real character of the canvass the minority 
member makes it the occasion for the use of lan- | 
guage in this report which we would have more | 
naturally expected to hear ina police court. I 
omitted all allusion to these matters in the argu- 
ment before the committee, as all the members 
who heard the case will attest, and as the dissent- | 
ing member would have known had he deigned 
to give the case any attention there. I had no de- 
sire to allude tothem here. 1 certainly intended 
not to do it, and now only do it in self-defense. 

In referring to that remarkable order issued by 
the contestant to his regiment, or rather to the 
newspaper press of the State, and for which he 
was dismissed from the service, the minority mem- | 


ber says, ‘* But lawless fanatics in power and out || 


pursued him as a pack in full cry, and it is with | 
regret that the sitting member is found adding his 
mouth to the trail.’’ 1 believe, sir, I made but | 
one allusion to thatorder in the canvass. I have | 
made none in the record. It does not appear in | 
the record, nor does the persecution complained 
of. J made no allusion to it in the debate before | 
| 





the committee, and had intended to make none in 
the discussion here. And this is the justification 
for my being thus officially blackguarded in this 
manner. My first impulse was to pass this by in 
silence as being the best measure of the contempt 
itdeserves. There is but one circuinstance inclines 
me to bestow any notice upon such language found 
in an official report designed to advise and en- 
lighten this House upon a question affecting the 
rights of a member and his constituency. That 
circumstance is that he who found himself capable 
of using such language is one of the official ad- 
visers of the House, and is, in iegal contempla- 
tion, the official peer of other members. It ought 
to have occurred toany one who knew something 


of the proprieties of place and the amenities of || 
civilized life, that such epithets applied toa mem- |) 


ber here would not convince gentlemen in the | 








|| **a*pack in full ery 





| 





House or out of it that ihe language was deserved, || 





but would rather indicate that its author wes so 


fitted and accustomed to **mouth the trail’? with 
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that he had fallen into the | 


innocent error of mistaking it for the natural vo- | 


cation of man. 
for this canine offense to the House. 

I would scorn to complain of it as any injustice 
to myself. I have had heavier metal, and cer- 
tainly more polished shafts, aimed at me in times 
past. I have survived them; I hope to survive 
this. But what | do complain of is the insult to 
this House, to the committee, and to all officiatand 
parliamentary courtesy. Such language would be 
offensive to polite ears and cultivated gentlemen if 
used in the feat of debate. But to be deliberately 
offered in printed form as the rhetoricalornamenta- 
tion of an official semi-judicial judgment, can only 
be excused upon the ground of the most deplor- 
able lack of culture and good taste. This is the 
most agreeable solution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other matters 
that oceurred on Friday which | am constrained 
to notice; and in the first place [ will refer to some 
matters alluded to in the argument of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Voorneges.} The gen- 
tleman selected two cases designed to illustrate 
to this House the character of this contest. One 
was that of Robertson, who had heard Davis 
say that he, Davis, had voted for me, for certain 
reasons. 
said it, and no man is sworn to prove that even 
if he did say it the charges alleged were true, or 
that there was any military interference at that 
precinct; and that is the sort of hearsay evidence 
by which it is sought to unseat me here. 

Another case referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana is a case where, as stated in the evidence, 
four men presented themselves at the polls and 
were not allowed to vote unless they would swear 
to uphold the Administration, 


been required by some orders to thateffect. Now, 
sir, there were no such orders civil or military in 


this case; it was merely the act of one judge, of | 


one person, onone day, at one moment; nowhere 
else, at no other time; and by whom isit proved? 
It is proved by a secessionist, who swears that 
the men to whom it was done were secessionists. 


Page 16 of record: 


‘Was any Union man required to take the oaths you | 


have referred to? 


“Answer. Of those who are called Union men, there was | 
| Mot. 


‘¢ What were the men whose votes you have spoken in 
polities, or what are they tl 

* Answer. They are called southern rights.’? 

And, sir, who was it who committed this ir- 
regularity which I regretted when Lheard of it? 
An upright man, a good citizen, an impulsive 
man, a loyal man,a man who at that time carried 
in his face, yet carries, and will carry to his grave, 
a rebel bullet that was fired at him on his own 
threshold, in the presence of his own ee: a 
few months before the act complained of. Is there 
no allowance to be made for the weakness of hu- 
man nature? Is there noallowance for rebel out- 
rage; no-allowance for the torn, volcanic, unset- 
tled, heated condition of society and of govern- 
ment in the border States? There are men inthe 
world who expect the machinery of society, of 
government, and of the law to flow along as 
smoothly in time of civiwar as in the times of 
peace. We know that itis impossible, and lam 


| pained to say that men rise upon this floor and 


repeat and howl over the complaints of the men 
and the demons who have brought this great mis- 
ery and woe on my State. 

hat else about some of these orders? Inthe 
order of events the Legislature of Kentucky pre- 
scribed a law disfranchising these men. Gov- 
ernor Robinson issued his proclamation enjoin- 
ing the officers of the election to enforce that law. 


The witnesses called by the contestant in this || 


case show that in Owensboro’ there was a con- 
spiracy to defeat that law by rebels and secession- 
ists; that threats were made to set aside the law 
of Kentucky and the proclamation of the Gov- 


ernor, and to vote in despite and regardless of | 


them. It was in connection with those threats 
that Colonel Foster was called to Owensboro’. 
It was in connection with those threats which he 
mentioned to me that [ used the language in my 
answer, ‘* Whatever action you take, let it be as 
raild as possible.’’ 


formation that he intended to issue an order. 


Davis was not sworn to prove that he | 


There are gentle- | 
men here who received the impression this had 


I offer this as the best apology | 
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What do these orders of Foster and Shack!le- 
ford state? There areexpressions inthem which 
might have been omitted. What is their main 
purport?) ‘They declare that they were issued to 
enforce the laws of Kentucky. They declare 


| that they were issued to protect Union men and 








| erate ? 


to prevent rebel disturbances. ** None but loyal 
citizens will act as officers of the election.” The 
law of Raeees formerly saig that these officers 
of election should be divided among the two great 
parties of the State without calling them Whigs 
and Democrats. When the rebellion broke out 
an amendment was passed for the purpose of con- 
struing that law, that those opposed to the Gov- 
ernment and the Union and in favor of the rebel- 
lion should not for the purposes of the law be 
held and considered to be one of the political par- 
ties of the State. Therefore the practical opera- 
tion was that Union men, loyal men, under the 
law of Kentucky were appointed as judges of the 
election. The military orders practically applied 
the law of Kentucky on the subject. 

What else? 

“No one will be allowed to offer himself asa candidate 
fur office, or be voted for at said election, whois not in ull 
things Joyal to the State and Federal Governments, and in 
favor of a vigorous prosecution of the war for the suppres 
sion of the rebellion.” 

Be that right or wrong, upon whom did it op- 
The contestant in this case and the mi- 
nority report claim that itcould not operate upon 
him. They both affirm that he stood upon the 
same principle [did; and though I deny that, yet, 
as they claim and affirm it, they are estopped from 
objecting to the order, for I am sure it could not 
apply to one of my position in that campaign. 

‘The judges of election will allow no one to vote at said 
election unless he is known to them to be an undoubtedly 
loyal citizen, or unless he shall first take the oath required 
by the laws of the State of Kentucky.’ 

Do you hear that?) Where there is no doubt 
of their loyalty the judges are to allow them to 
vote; but where there is doubt they shall vote by 
taking the oath prescribed by the law of Kentucky. 

In regard to some of the things said here on last 


| Friday by the contestant, and which | regretted, 


and which | had never intended to lug into this 
discussion, I desire to make a passing allusion. 
He said that in the spring of 1861 | corresponded 
with a committee of secessionists with a view of 
making the race for Congress, He bandied that 
thing all over the second congressional district, 
and | everywhere denied it, and the people re- 
sponded with a majority for me of 5,224. What 
are the facts? I was requested to make the race 
for Congress by gentlemen who said they were 
Union men on the basis of the Crittenden com- 
promise. ‘They afterwards turned secessionists, 
and now to-day I am to be held responsible for 
their changes. 

He read from a paper an extract setting forth 
my political principles in 1861, which he says I 
submitted to them, and in that paper the language 
occurs that | was opposed to a war of subjugation. 
l used that language, and this House used that 
language two months afterwards, in July, 161. 
He said he did not have all that paper. He did 


|| not have it all because he did not wantit. He 


could have procured it all as easily as he obtained 


| the extract, and he read that part only which he 


thought would injure mein this House. 


Had he 


| read all it would have turned out thatat that early 
| day | announced myself uncompromisingly op- 


posed to secession. While 1 did use the language 
to which the gentleman refers, | also announced 
that | was for ali the men and all the money ne- 


| cessary to defend the Government, to defend the 
| public property, and execute the laws wherever 
| the Goy, 

| shows if, 
| for those who wanted me to run, and that I re- 


oment was in possession. ‘The proof 
It shows my position was too strong 


fused to run in any event. 
But as the gentleman has undertaken to resur- 


| rect these things, and has thrown the wager of 


battle, he shall have it. He has alluded to acele- 
brated secession meeting held at Owensboro’. 
He will remember that when he attempted to in- 
troduce these things into the records of this case 
that | objected, and that the judge sustained the 
objection. I thereupon challenged him to amend 


his notice of contest; that | would amend my an- 
| swer, and then we would bring in all this trash 


I had no knowledge or in- | 


ti 


about the personal history of both men. He 
prompuy declined the proposition. Had he ae- 
cepted the challenge | should have alleged and 
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proved that he acted as an officer of that secession 
moeting of which he spoke. 
I read from our village paper of that day: 


Al Card from Captain McHenry. 
Sin: I desire to say through your columns that the reso- 
lutions adopted atthe mass-meeting of the citizens last 
week at the court-house, and of which meeting I was the 
secretary, do not allogether meet my approval, and, as a 
whole, lcannotindorse them. Ilexpressed my disapproval 
of them at the time end did not vote on the pasenge.of them. 
As I was one of the officers of that meeting I take the 
liberty of inaking this announcement. 


JOUN HH. McHENRY, Jr. 
FAitor Southern Shield. 


*Mase-Mrerina In Owensnono’.—At a large mass- 
meeting held in Owensboro’ on Wednesday, the 17th in- 


stant, Thomas Pointer was called to the chair, and John | 


il. McHenry, jr., appointed secretary.” 


‘The following are some of the resolutions 
adopted: 


** Resolved, That Kentucky should dissolve ber connec- 
tion with the Government of the States known as the United 
“tates of America, and resume the powers delegated to that 
Government. 

** Resolved, That Kentucky should unite herself with the 
confederate States of America. 

‘ Resolved, That we instruct our representatives upon 
their assembling to immediately place this State upon war 
footing. 

“© Resolved, That the Legislature ought as@oon as con- 
vened to order the calling of a convention. 

“T, H. POINTER, Chairman. 
‘J. H. McHenry, Jr., Secretary.”? 


[ would have alleged and given in evidence, also, 
hat he made one of the most violent speeches at 





|| experiment. 


that meeting, offering the power of his right arm | 


and the price of his blood to the cause of the rev- 
oluuon. I would have alleged and given in evi- 
dence that he afterwards helped to drill secession 
soldiers recruiting in our district; and after I had 


done these things I perhaps should have left a: 


doubt upon the minds of some gentlemen in this 
House whether he was, under existing laws, 
eligible-to a seat in this House. 


Mr. McHENRY. 


_THE CONG 
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| sume his profession, and acted as clerk of the 


Union convention which gave me a unanimous 
nomination forCongress. One of them isassum- 
ing to be the second representative from my dis- 
trict in the bogus congress at Richmond; oneis a 
confederate prisoner on Johnson’s island, and one 


| is here to-day contesting my seat. 


The contestant undertook to volunteer the sug- 
gestion, when he alluded to that meeting, that if 
| had been there I too would have gone off to 
Dixie. Where waslonthatday? Thirty miles 
away in a neighboring county, filling a previous 
appointment, and making a strong Union speech 
in reply to a strong secession speech from John 


W.Crockett, whoa few months afterwards helped | 


to organize the bogus provisional government of 
Kentucky, and a few months afterwards took his 
seat in the confederate congress ! 


The contestant | 


says that he made a speech early in the canvass, | 


and that his position was misrepresented, and that || 


he issued a circular to make a correction. I re- 
mained quiet until I thought it proper for me to 


I did speak, and I will reada few words 
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May 30, 


} 
| contestant happened to approach me when | had 


| speak, lest my silence might be improperly con- || 
| strued. 


from my circular to the people of the second con- | 


| gressional district of Kentucky, dated Owens- || 


|| borv’, May 16, 1863: 


*““T make my statement upon my own knowledge and || 


responsibility, and if any gentleman thinks he can enhance | 


his political prospects by contradicting it, let him make the 
I challenge a contradiction, and will pay no 
attention to anything less in the form of suggestions or ex- 
planations. 

*At Calhoun Colonel McHenry spoke first. He reviewed 
at length the secession conspiracy and the rebel novement, 


and condemned them, avowing bimself for the Union and | 


against the theory of secession as a political principle in 
government.”? * * * * **In regard to him- 
self he claimed that his election was necessary to indorse 
his conduct in the promulgation of his order, and to rebuke 
the Administration for his dismissal, and further urged his 


|| election upon the ground that he was acceptable to both | 


| parties, ‘ having the respect and esteem of both Union men | 


|} and southern rights men.’ 


has had candor and fairness enough about him to | 


read a card | published in a paper in connection 
with the. proceedings of that convention. 
centlieman Knows, and all his friends and our con- 
sutuents know, that | neverentertained any such 


principles as those set forth in those resolutions. | 


I disapproved of them at the time, and expressed 
my disapprobation, and the only thing left for me 
to do was to publish it in a card. The reason | 


The | 


did not vote against them was, I thought it not | 


prudent to do so. 
in that large assemblage of furious, fiery, and 


There was only one person | 


1 am glad the gentleman 1 


| ‘How can this be accomplished ?’ 


‘* He advocated the holding of a national convention, and 
then commented in an impressive manner upon the hor- 
rors of war and the blessings of peace. Peace upon hon- 
orable terms was very desirable, and asked the question: 
I can give not only 
the substance of his answer, but my memory and my notes 
will not vary materially from his gwn language: * Let 
there be an armistice,a suspension 
necessary, a withdrawal of the armies; letcommissioners 
be appointed from the seceded States and from ourown 


} Government; let then meet and discuss this thing and ar- 


range it if they can, and if they cannot agree they may 


| call in the mediation of some foreign friendly Power, or 


drunken men that dared to vote against them, and || 


he was saved from injury for doing so only by 
his gray hairs. 


In reference to the drilling of men who subse- | 


quently went South, the gentdeman understands 


as well as | dothatin the border slave States any- | 


body who knew anything about military matters 
was drilling men all over the States. I drilled 
into the gentleman himsclf all the military knowl- 
edge he ever had, and I am sorry that he has con- 
verted that knowledge to no better purpose. And 


those men who did go South I had an opportunity | 
to drill in a very different way a short time after- || 


wards. 
Mr.GRINNELL., laskthe gentleman whether 
he was the secretary of that meeting. 


Mr. McHENRY. Lactedinthatcapacity. I will | 
sfate that that meeting was not ealled with a view | 


of passing any such resoluuons as those. 


i took my seat at the secretary’s table I under- | 


stood that the meeting was called simply for the 
purpose of organizing a home-guard of the mili- 
tia of the townandcounty. But the secessionists 


got control of the meeting and passed ara 
ng 


uons. The strongest friends of the sitting mem- 
ber in that meeting, men who voted for him and 
made speeches for him, sustained those very reso- 


lutions in that meeting, and some of them are the | 


refer it to this convention, or settle it in some other way.”’ 
* * * * * * * + * 

**T spoke next. 
the abolition policy were wro 
war agaiust the rebellion must be prosecuted, nevertheless !”’ 
° : . . “That military success was the first 
thing needed, for at present it was purely a military ques- 


tion. | alluded to an armistice, commissioners, mediators, 
&c., and made au earnest and distinct argument against 
them. 


This elicited no reply or explanation from Colonel 
* * * * * 


| McHenry at the time.” e 


When | 


strongest Union men in that section of the country. || 


Mr. YEAMAN. I was about to allude to the 
personnel of that meeting. Where are the men 
w ho officiated as officersand speakers at that meet- 
ing? One of them who had spoken only to allay 
excitement expressed himself to a friend as they 
walked out of the court-house, ** My dear sir, we 


have committed a mistake here to-night, and we | 


willregretit.’? A few months after that he joined 
a Union regiment and led it gallantly at the battle 
of Shiloh, where he was felled to the earth by a 
ball in hie side, and returned to my town to re- 


|| horse released from impressment. 
‘remember the smile 


| trict. 


** Colonel McHenry was the first candidate, and, so far 
as I know, the first man in the district to demand or ask for 
acon¥ention. He was present and consented to the calling 
of a convention. He told the editor of a Union paper in 
the district to announce him, subject to the convention, 
which was inadvertently omitted. 
decision of thatconvention. 
that convention. If several gentlemen are not sadly mis- 
taken he very soon began to consider whether he should 


of hostilities, and, if | 


He agreed to abide the || 
He sought the nomination of |; 


not bolt the convention; and now in a card, dated just one | 
| month in advance of its meeting and while professing to 


believe honestly that he is ‘the choice of the Union men 
of the district,’ he yet‘ respectfully declines submitting to 
the action Sf the conventio J did not demand a con- 
vention, I always consented it might be called, I agreed 
to abide by its decision, and I yet abide by that agree- 
ment.’’ 


With that challenge for contradiction outstand- 
ing, the contradiction never came, either on the 
stump or in printed form, and the only objection 
| ever heard to that circular of mine was améng 
my own friends, who complained that I did not 
state the facts as strongly as they existed. 

Allusion has been made to the vote of the sol- 
diers. The proof shows that there were some 
fifty soldiers who voted in my congressional dis- 
I verily believe that there were not over 
one hundred who voted. It is said that they voted 
forme. They did vote forme. I am proud of 
it, and I leave it tothe House to say whether they 
had not good reason for so doing. 

Allusion has been made by the contestant to 
the smile which he says illumined my counte- 
nance when he applied to me to get somebody’s 
Sir, I do not 
[ presume the smile was 
thrown in by way of ornament, or perhaps the 


| accoyding to the evidence. 


just got my own horse free from impressment, 
not because of any political considerations, but 
because my wife and children loved old Charlie, 
and because he was too old and stiff todo cavalry 
service. ‘That may have accounted for the smile, 
and it may be that he foand me that day not in a 
mind to help him to save the horseflesh of his 
rebel friends who voted for him, as he has boasted 
on this floor, only five days after he had tried to 
stir up violence and hostile demonstrations against 
me in a rebel precinct in our own county, as is 
proved by one of the depositions in this case, by 
making inflammatory appeals to them, based on 
false statements of my conduct in helping to arm 
and organize the home-guards of the county to 
defend ourselves against the enemies of the Union, 
of the Government, and of all law. And he got 
his reward at that precinct, which is proved in 
the record to be largely secession, by beating me 
two to one there; and he got his reward in the 
neighboring precinct of Yelvington, the political 
Charleston of our county, by beating me four to 
one there. 

Mr. Speaker, I now desire to read that which 
is the only thing I had intended to offer to the 
House in this case, some estimates, figures, and 
extracts from the record: the vote in August, 1863, 
was 11,398; of which I received 8,311, and Mc- 
Henry received 3,087, making my majority 5,224. 
In 1861, before anybody had gone to the war on 
either side, the total vote in the counties now com- 
posing that district was 14,665. The district after- 
wards furnished 5,714 Union troops, according 
to the official account, and about 2,200 rebel troops 
The whole number 
of men in the district who refused to Vote on 
account of the oaths required, giving the largest 
effect to hearsay evidence, second-hand state- 


| ments, and guesses, was 77; and the total num- 


ber who are really proved by competent evi- 
dence to have refused to vote on account of oaths 
required was 17; and some of these refused 


| to take the oath prescribed by the law of Ken- 


tucky. ‘The precincts where any interference is 
attempted to be proved are Owensboro,’ Curds- 
ville, Oakford, Murray, Walnut Bottom, Hen- 
derson, Sacramento, Myers’s Mill, Skylesville, 


| Greenville,the Point. Strike out the vote of these 


precincts and it leaves me 7,024, and leaves the 
contestant, McHenry, 2,909, still leaving my 
majority in the district 4,115. Exchange the 


| vote, give him mine and give me his at these 
l urged thatthough the proclamation and || 


and a great calamity, the | 


precincts, and I have 7,212, and McHenry has 


| 4,096, leaving my majority 3,016. Strike out the 
| vote of the entire counties in which these pre- 
| cinets are and | have 6,178, and McHenry has 


2,306, leaving my majority 3,872. 
Decidedly the largest vote ever cast in the twelve 
counties composing the second district was in the 


| triangular race for President between Bell, Doug- 
| las, and Breckinridge in 1860, when the whole 


number of votes cast was 15,236. Make that 


election the basis, and give me the votes I got in 


August, 1863, 8,311, and give contestant all the 
balance, 6,925, and my majority is 1,386. ¢ 

At the election for delegates to the border State 
convention in the same counties in 1861 the vote 
was 13,328. Upon the same plan, giving me the 
vote I got in August, 1863, and contestant all the 
balance, and my majority is 2,294. 

At the congressional election in June, 1861, the 
vote in the same counties was 14,665. My ma- 


| jority of this vote, estimated in the same way, 


would be 1,957. 
In the second district in June, 1861, before 


| nearly eight thousand men had gone out, the 


| 


| 
} 
| 
| 
' 
! 


vote of James S. Jackson (Union candidate) was 
9,281; the vote of J. T. Bunch (secesh) was 
3,364, making a total of 5,917. 

At the special election in October, 1862, to fill 


| a vacancy, the entire vote for myself and E. R. 


Weir, as loyal a man as breathes the air of Ken- 
tucky, was 4,027. So that my majority in Au- 
gust, 1863, exceeded the entire vote of October, 
1862, by 1,197. 

The evidenee shows in all about 7,916 soldiers 
to have gone out on both sides. These were not 
all voters. Deduct twenty-five per cent. for mi- 
nors and it would leave as absent from the dis- 
trict 5,937 voters. Cast all the balance, as shown 
by any fair estimate, give me 8,31] and the contest- 
ant the remainder, and I beat him 3,172. But 
this is not a fair estimate. It is supposing all 
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the votes to be polled, which never occurs, and 
is giving the contestant all the non-voters, which 
surely would not have occurred. 

Professor Lieber; in a chapter based on a vast 


research of the statistics of elections in countries || 


both of limited and of universal suffrage, and hav- | 


ing special reference to the United States, says: 


«‘ If the number of qualified voters exceeds s¢veral thou- 
sand, one half of it is generally a fair number for the actual 














| racticed here. Apply that rule, and you will | 


ave excluded from the count less than an aggre- 
gate of two hundred votes; still leaving me the 
county and leaving me the district by over five 
thousand votes. I will now ask the Clerk to read 
some extracts from the evidence. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

A. L. Morton, clerk of courtat Hartford, says, 


| page 161 of printed record: 


voters; two thirds shows an animated state of things, and | 


three fourths an evidence of great excitement.” 


presidential election in 1860 twenty-five per cent. | 


of the voters staid nen from the polls; in May, | 


1861, for border State delegates, thirty-seven per 
cent.; for Congress, in June, 1861, thirty per 
cent. There are no figures for August, 1861, but 
we will say twenty-five per cent. This leaves 
out this contested case and the special election in 
October, 1862, when the vote was confessedly 
small. ‘ : oy 
Then at four elections, in times of high political 
excitement and while there was a full voting pop- 
ulation at home, the average of non-voting citi- 
zens was twenty-nine per cent., nearly one third. 
Take the highest number of white male adults 
shown on the auditor’s books for any one year, 
21,170. Say that from alienage, recent removals, 
and other causes, 500 of these could not vote, an 
estimate conceded by contestant, leaving on aud- 
itor’s books 20,670. For fear of under-estima- 
ting the number of minors among the volunteers 
and the number of discharged and returned sol- 


diers, we will say there were absent from the dis- | 


trict on election day only 3,000. ‘That leaves in 
the district 17,670 as the voting population of the 
district on the day of election. Deduct from this, 
not the largest per cent. nor the average per cent., 
but the smallest per cent., one fourth, that ever 
staid away from the polls in that district, 4,417, 
and it leaves as the probable vote for August, 
1863, 13,253; number really cast, 11,398; appa- 
rent deficit, 1,855. 

How is this deficit accounted for? 
place there are many rebels in that district who 
are too consistent and too honest to vote for any- 


body to come to this Congress, deeming them- | 


selves citizens of the confederacy. And then it 
is in proof that large numbers of them could not 
vote and did not offer to vote under the law of 
Kentucky and Governor Robinson’s proclama- 
tion. But cast the whole vote, 13,253; give me 


what I got, 8,311, and the contestant all the bal- | 


ance, 4,942,and my majority is 3,367. 

I desire to add another remark about two small 
precincts that were selected to give a false color- 
ing to this whole case—Vanovers, where one man 


is said to have said certain things, and Curdsville, | 


where four sympathizers were required to take 
an oath which their politics and the resentment of 
an intensely loyal man may have suggested as 
proper. The strict rule of law is to take from my 
vote, or add tothe contestant’s, that number. The 
widest rule is not to condemn the whole election, 


nor the poll of the whole county, but only of the | 
Con- | 


pre@incts where irregularities occurred. 
cerning the recent election in Maryland a minor- 
ily report was made to the Legislature of that 
State by some of the members belonging to that 
political party supposed to have been wronged 
by certain orders, from which I take the follow- 
ing language: 


“This act of illegal and violent interference with the | 
election ineets with the unqualified condemnation of the | 
undersigned, as an act of gross usurpation and wrong; but | 
they. cannot understand why this closing of one precinct | 


out Of fifteen in the county should invalidate the whole 
election, unless it could be also shown that the closing of 
said polls defeated the choice of the voters of said county, 
which the testimony by no means surtains. 

‘Ata majority of the other precincts there was more or 
less of military interference, appearing mainly to be de- 
signed to impair the vote of Mr. Crisfield and to promote 
the election of Mr. Creswell, opposing candidates for Con- 
gress, without aiming especially at any other candidate, 
except by one John W. Davis, provost marshal at Tyaskin 
precinct, who was willing that any voter should vote for 
whom he pleased, provided the voter would vote or promise 
to vote for him for sheriff. But he does not seem to have 
received many votes; nor does it appear that many, if any, 
voters were excluded from the polls @t that precinct. At 
some of the precincts there was little or no interforence.” 

* * . * * * * * * * * 

“In the cases before you it is unquestionably true that 
no fraud, violence, or other illegalities were prompted, in- 
stigated, or practiced by the successful candidates, or by 
Or through any of their friends, agencies, or means, or in 
any way intended to promote their election.” 


I would the same fairness and candor could be 


In the first | 
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| muskets, and voted and went away. 


* J do not know of any military interference in the coun- 


|| ty. I think there was but one man’s vote questioned ; he 
The history of this district shows that at the 


refused to take the oath, consequently he did not vote at 


} 


| 


the time; but he afterwards voted, and voted tor McHenry. 
® 


This man was D. 8. Stevens.”? * * ° 

* Has he, or not, always been considered a secessionist? 

‘ Answer. He belongs to what is called the souythern- 
rights party. . 

** Did, or not, every secessionist and rebel in this pre- 
cinct vote without being required to take any oath? 

‘* Answer. Every one voted that wished to. I heard of 
no one that was fequired to take any oath except D. 8. Ste- 
vens; and he voted without taking any oath, so I have 
been told. 

* Did you ever know a fairer election in Ohio county 
than the last August election ? 

*.dnswer. 1 never knew a fairer election than the Au- 
gust election in this county. 

** How many soldiers voted at the Hartford precinct? 


“Answer. I do not know of more than five orsix. I} 


have examined the poll-books, and did not see any more 
that knew. ‘There may probably have been two or three 
that I did not know.”’ * * * * * * 

‘< How did the secessionists vote for Congressmen in Ohio 
county ? : 

“ Answer. Ido not know how all of them voted. 
of no one that voted but what voted for McHenry.”’ 

* 


* * * * * * * * * 


“‘ Did you, or not, ride about a great deal over the county ? 


I know 


| and state whether or not any one was prevented from vo- 


ting in Ohio county by any military order or military inter- 
ference. 

“Answer. [ was in several precincts in the county be 
fore'the election, and was always of the opinion that Yea 
man would carry the county. I know of no one that was 
prevented from: voting by any military orders or military 
interference of any kind.”’ 


H. M. Woodruff says of Owensboro’, page 8: 


** Did not the election pass off very quietly, and was any 


person interrupted. by the few soldiers who were present | 


on the court square ? 
“Anseer. The election was aremarkably quiet one, and 
Lsaw or heard no interruptions of citizens by the soldiers.” 
John R. O’Bryan says of Knottsville, page 13: 
“Was there any interruption of the voting by the sol- 
diers ? 
“Answer. None that I ever heard of or saw. 


** Was there any restriction upon the voting that day ? 
“ Answer. None that J know of.” 


John A. Robertson says of Vanover’s, page 18: 

‘* Were there any soldiers present, and what regiment 
did they belong to? 

“Answer. There were soldiers present, and belonged to 
the third Kentucky cavalry, most of them. 


‘Were these soldiers guarding the polls, or were they 
on furlough ? 


“Answer. They did not disturbthe polls. Some of them 


said they were on furlough, and that they came there to 
vote.”? 


A. C. Sutherland says of Murray’s, page 19: 
** Were there soldiers at the polls? 
“Answer. Twomen came there in soldier’s uniform with 
They did not take 
any further part in the election.”’ . 5 . " 

** Was the Wickliffe ticket scratched off; was McHen- 
ry’s name erased ? 


“Answer. I do not know whether Wickliffe’s name was 
scratched off or not. I know McHenry’s was not.” 


J.C. Ashby says of Boston, page 20: 


6 Was there a full vote polled at your precinct ? 


“Answer. Not a full vote, but as large as has been polled | 
* * 


since the rebellion commenced.” , . 
*“ Was there a free and fair vote for Colonel McHenry ? 
Answer. [heard of no objections made to anybody vo- 
ting for him.”’ 


Elijah Hocker, page 42: 


‘Where is your voting precinct? and state if any unfair- 
ness was carried on in that precinct by soldiers or any one 
else. 

“Answer. My voting precinct is Hartford. 
none that I saw.”’ 


There was 


J. L. Render says of the same town and coun- 
ty, page 43: 

*¢ Was there or not a full vote given in Ohio county at 
the last August election? 

‘Answer. | do not know what vote was cast. 

* Was there any unfairness in conducting said election, 
by soldiers or any one else? 

*.4nswer. I saw no unfairness by soldiers or any one 


else; everybody was allowed to vote. I voted at the Hart- 
ford precinct.” 


Edmund Roach says of Adams Fork, page 52: 


* Were all the McHenry men required to take the oath? 

“Answer. No, they were not. I voted for McHeury my- 
self, and many other® also voted for him, who were notre 
quired to take the oath. 

“Was there a full vote taken at the Adams Fork pre- 
cinet? 


“Answer. I do not know whether there was or nof; but 
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I think the voters were nearly all there, and nearly all 
voted. 

** Did the soldiers interfere with the election? 

**4nswer. Not that [ saw or heard. The soldiers were 
more peaceabie than the citizens, [saw some of them vote; 
they were all citizens of the precinct that I saw vote. 

* Was there any person called a secessionist or seuth- 
ern rights man in that precinct whe voted for Yeaman ? 
State if they did not all vote for McHenry. 

*.4nswer. Lsaw none called secessionists but what voted 


for McHenry. [ know of none such who voted for Yea 
man.’? 


J. H. Reno says of Muhlenburg county, page 
131: . , A 


* Judge Yeaman had written me about five days before 
the election, on the subject of how the vote would go in 
Muhlenburg county. lin answer to this, and before the 
election, my memory is, [ wrote Judge Yeaman he would 
receive a majority in this county of eight hundred. The 


majority was something over that, but not very consider- 
able.”’ 


John O’Brien, clerk of county court, says of 
Owensboro’, page 135: 

** State how the election passed off on Monday, the Ud 
of August, 1863. 

* “Answer. So far as I know itseemed to be quiet; there 


Was no disturbance or fuss. ‘There were some troops about 
the court-house, armed. 

** Did you see or hear of any interference by them with 
anybody ? 

** Answer. [ did not. 

“ Were you at Oakiord, in this county, when we spoke 


| there in July? 


| either of us? 





‘* Answer. T was. 
“Did you notice who applauded and who interrupted 
If so, state by whom it was done. 

‘* Answer. [ did not notice particularly who they were. 
There was a good deal of applause while he was speaking 


| I did not know who they were. 


** Was it the rebel or the Union party? 

** Answer. There was not much Union party there; they 
Were generally seeesh. 

* Who was interrupted, and by what party or persons 

** Answer. Judge Yeaman was interrupted in the begin 
ning of his speech; and you flashed your eyes so keen | 
thought I would get out, as there might be a row.” 


Major Calhoon, page 147: 


** The Union party of McLean voted almost unanimously 
for Hon. G. H. Yeaman. The result was as most of the 
Union men of the county had expected ; atleast L had heard 
many of them express themselves before the election that 
such would be the result.’ 

“McLean has been considerably infested by guerrillas 
since the rebellion first commenced. Owing to the coun 
tenance and comfort rendered to guerrillas, many of the citi- 
zeus of McLean did not offer to vote.” 

** So far as I know, the election in the county was quiet 


| and orderly.” 


Henry Griffith, late sheriffof McLean county, 


| says, pages 150, I51: 


**T was in McLean county on the 3d of August last, and 
at the voting precinet of said county in the town of Cal 
houn. The election was quiet and orderly, so tar as my 
knowledge extends,save one instance, and that was when 
P. B. Hicks proposed to vote, Captain Smaillhbousen told 
him he was not entitled to a vote. If 1 am not mistaken, 
however, after some parleying Hicks did vote. twas at 
the polls frequently during the day of election, and saw no 
force used lo prevent any one from voting.” 

* 1 know that the county of McLean has been much in 
fested by bands of guerrillas since the rebellion began, and 
am satisfied that the guerrillas did receive voluntary aid 
from phe rebel sympathizers in the county. A number of 
those that L consider rebel sympathizers did not go to the 
voting place, and I presume it was on account of Governor 
Robinson’s proclamation of July 20, 1863, and the Ken- 
tucky act of March 11, 1862, I heard some one or two say 
that they would not take the oath prescribed by the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky.” 

“Phe Union party, as a general thing, voted for George 
If. Yeaman in the race between him and Johu H. Me 
Henry, jr. The result of the election was about as [ ex- 
pected it would be for weeks prior to the election of Au- 
gust 3, 1863. So far as [ know, the election was quiet 
throughout the county of MeLean.’’ 


Thomas Shackleford, sheriff of McLean county, 
page 155: 


**T was in Rumsey on the day of the election, and there 
was no interference with the soldiers stationed in Rumsey 
at‘hat time with the voting at the polls, and the eleetion 
was quiet and orderly carried on, so far as I know, as any 
previous election was ever conducted in the county.”’ 


Wm. A. Layton says, page 156: 


‘1 am a justice of the peace of McLean county, and 


| was one of the judges of the election of August 3, reterred 


| usually are? 


to above. 


** State whetber or not the election in the precinct of 


Livermore was not quiet and orderly. 

‘* Auswer. It was, 

** Do you or not know that no force or threats were used 
in your precinet to prevent persons from voting? 

* Answer. None that I saw or heard of. 

** Was or not every person who offered to vote allowed 
to do so? 

‘* Answer. Every person who offered to vote did so ex 
cept two, who retused to take the oath. 

**So fur as you know or are informed, was or not the 
election throughout the county of McLean, on the 3d of 
August last, as quiet and orderly as elections in this county 

° 


** Answer. So far as my information extends it was.”’ 


* * * * . * . * * . 
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“There werc woldiers at the 
hom ver { ! 


ele nt 


election, persons whose 
y g precinct | who came to the 

\ nd did vote They did not control or in 
any way interfere with the voting The election was en 
tire! ntrolled by the officers appointed for that purpose 
I ' McLean county court, who, in every instanee, de- 
termined tie qualifications of voters.’ 


tin 


Jame 


: B. Bennett says, page 162: 
‘““] travel a great deal over the counts 
about it. My opinion was that the y 


ei 


I had my notion 
stood for Yeaman be 


‘Was there any military interference in Ohio county 
by soldiers or military orders to prevent any oue irom vo 
ting for McHenry? 

“/inswer. Not that I know of. [ saw none here at the 
Harttord preeinct, nor did I hear of any in this county. I 
was here all the day of the last August election, and the 
inilitary did not interfere at all. 

* Was any man prevented from voting for McHenry or 
any one else in the Hartford precinct? 

* Answer. Not that I saw or heard of. 

* Did you ever see an election conducted more fairly in 
Ohio county? 


** Answer. As tar as this precinct is concerned, I never 
did 993 * * * * * * * * . 
llow did the secessionists vote for Congressman in Ohio 
ounty, 80 far as you have learned ? 

** “Inswer. They voted for McHenry as faras I know. I 


have not heard of any voting for Yeaman.’’ 
2 Stevene « re > s*)- 
J. B. Stevens says, page 162: 
[acted as sheriff at the election precinct at Hartford. 
There was no interference by the military or any one else ; 


all were allowed to vote who made application, and no oath 


was requtred ol any oue.’ 
T. Maddox says, page 140: 
‘1 acted as sheriffof election at the Knottsville precinct, 
No.4 
low was the election conducted, and how did ft go off? 
An r. A more peaceable clection we never have had 
ere, and I have acted as sheriff a good many years. 
‘Was anybody disturbed or prevented from voting by 
soldiers or anybody else? 
“ Answer. There was not, sir. 
* What was done in the way of swearing voters, or re- 
quiring Oaths of them? 
** Answer. There were but two required to be sworn: 
‘What oath was administered to those two? 
“Answer. ‘The one required by the proclamation of Gov- 
ernor Robinson, of July 20, 1863, and the act of the Ken- 
tucky Legislature, of March 11, 1863,and no other oaths.” 


Colonel James M. Holmes, page 142: 


** Were you or not present at Knotisville on Saturday the 


Ist day of August, 1863, when I and Colonel Mcftlenry 


spoke there ? 

‘Answer. I was. 

** In his speech that day was he much applauded; ifyo, 
by whom 

** Answer. 
rebel party. 

** Did he or not charge me with having said T would not 
receive rebel votes, and that if elected by them L would not 
erve; and said he would not get mad at anybody for voting 
for him, nor resign either? 

“Answer. He did. 


lie was applauded a good deal, and by the 


** Did | or not make such a statement In my speech on | 


that day about rebel votes, as charged by him? 

‘Answer. You did. 

“Do you remember any statements or charges or allu- 
sions made by him against me calculated to excite the 
rebel population against me? 


*.dnswer. | remember he said something about your as- | 


suming command of the home guard here without author 
ity, and sent out a party who shot aman in cold blood; 
and further that you bad been instramental in procuring 
assessments to be levied on the rebels because of guerrilla 
raids, 

** Do you or not remember that he made a statement in 
language or substance tothis effeet: ‘That Kentucky must 
take her position, and fight North and South, East and 
West, and rol! back the tides of fanaticism from her ?’ 

‘Answer. I do. 


Do you or not remember he made a statement in that 


speech in language or substance as follows : ‘ Kentucky is 
my home and my native State, and £ will follow her, and 
her position shall be mine wherever she goes ?? 

‘“.dnswer. Yes, sir. 

“ Did he or not object to me that Thad not and would 
not indorse the sentiment? 

‘Answer. He did. 

** Question by McHenry. Do you think there was any ef- 
fort made by McHenry to excite any hostile demonstration 
against Mr, Yeaman there that day? 

‘answer. | thought there was.” 


H. M. Woodruff, page 136, says: 


“After his (Colonel McHenry’s) refusal to submit his 
name to the Union conventiofPof the district, whose sup 
port did he seek and receive, judging from his conduct, 
associations, and the conduct of the two political parties 
of this county and district? 

“Answer. It is my opinion that Colonel McHenry sought 
the support of both parties, but that he received his suf 
frages chiefly from the party styling themselves ‘ southern 
rights men.’ ”? 

R. M. Hath iway, page 9 says: 


my 


“Since Colonel McHenry’s dismissal from the Army, 
and his refusal to go into the Union convention, how has 


he been regarded by the Union party and loyal men gen- | 


traliy? 

“Answer. The Union men gradually lost confidence in 
Colofel McHlenry from the time of his dismissal from the 
\rmy ; and since he avowed himself opposed to furnish- 
ing any more money or men, taken in connection with his 


associations with the secesh party, lam convinced a very 
large majority of the Union party have Jost ali confidence 
in him as a Union man.”’ 

Mr. YEAMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have but one 
remark to make in reference to this testimony ; 
that is, that a majonty of the witnesses from 
whose evidence | have quoted were witnesses 
called on behalf of the contestant in this case. | 
carried every county In the district. Ina con- 
tested election where the result is charged to mil- 
itary interference, it would seem my majorities 


| ought to be largest where contestant has com- | 


plained most; and surely, as a good manager, he | 


would take his proof where he could make the 
most of it. Now, to the facts: just in the coun- 
ties where most is alleged and where the proof 
was taken, my majorities were smallest; and just 
in the counties—more than half in the district— 
where nothing is alleged and no proof taken, my 
majorities are largest. Thisremark does not ap- 
ply to Muhlenburg, where some proof was taken 
and nothing proved except that the people nearly 
all voted for me, because they were nearly all 
loyal. 

| desire now to call the attention of the House 


to some of the principles involved in this case. In | 


a contested election from the Territory of Mich- | 


igan, Biddle and Richard vs. Wing, in 1826, this || fact, that my election must have been caused and 


House held— 


**An election Is the act of selecting on the part of the 


electors a person for an office of trust.” 


Speaking of referring a case back to the peo- 
ple, it is said: 


«This, however, onght not to be done when it is possi- 

| ble to ascertain what the true result has been. The elect- 

ive privilege is a very important one, and ought to be held 

in the highest estimation.” . ss! Z . “No 

| doubts which are capable of being solved ought to be per- 

miitted to operate against them. 

the impossibility of ascertaining for whom a majority of 
| votes have been given ought to vacate an election.” 


| Trigg vs. Preston—a company of soldiers under 
| the command of Captain Preston, a brother of the 
sitting member, had a disturbance at the polls; a 
magistrate was knocked down, blood was spilled, 
the poll surrounded, and voters keptaway. The 
sitting member had a majority in the whole dis- 
trictof 10 votes instead of 5,224. The committee 


| on account of the disturbance reported against | 


his right, but after a protracted discussion the 
House confirmed him in his seat. 


right and power to declare martial law in his de- 
partment or any portion of it.. The proffriety of 


are another question. His power as a military 
commander was undoubted. Does then martial 
law per se make void an election not controlled by 
it, when the result could not have been otherwise, 


|| forcement instead of the suspension of the local law 
of elections? Admittingany given act or order to be 
illegal, is the sitting member to be held responsi- 
ble for it unless he be shown to be particeps crimi- 
nis? If any irregularity will make void an elec- 
tion, acandidate seeing his defeat sure might spoil 


what he could not do at the ballots. 
| by the military will vitiate an election, no matter 
what the vote, it is in the power of any Adminis- 
| tration to perpetuate itself in power by secretly 
causing some subordinate to issue some erder, and 
then, though it had no control over the election, 
| though the sitting member got 1 clear majority of 
| all the votes in the district, he must go out be- 
| cause of this order. So that the question in every 
| case is, Has there been an election? Have the peo- 
| ple spoken, and what have they said? And this 
House is the sole and supreme judge of that with- 
| out any appeal. 
j 





Viewing this case in the light of these princi- 
| ples, whatdo we find? Thiscontestant, in giving 
| me the notice of contest, does not claim that he is 
|| entitled to a seat in this House. I submit, there- 
| fore, whether the statute was made for such a 
| ease. I submit whether he had the right to come 
here and trouble the House with his case, not 
claiming in his notice that he is the duly elected 
member. In the petition to this House he says 
in one sentence that the facts on which he claims 
his seat are set outin the notice; but in the notice 
\| he does not claim the seat. Inthe next sentence 
| he says that the whole election was void, null, 


In another case coming from Virginia in 1793— | 


None will doubt General Burnside’s naked legal | 


itor the sufficiency of the reasons that moved him | 


| and when the order specified it was to secure theen- | 


Indeed, nothing short of | 





|| the election by procuring the commission of an | 
irregularity, and thus do by fraud and connivance | 
If any order 


——————— 
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and unconstitutional; and then in the nexthéasks 
that the ease be sent back to the people. A man 
cannot claim under the will and against the will. 
He must take either as heir or devisee. A man 
cannot go before the chancellor claiming the re- 
scission and the specific performance of the same 
stipulation. He must elect one or the other. 

it would seem, then, that he comes here without 
knowing exactly what he is entitled to. Itisa 
sort of experimental litigation which this House 
is under no obligation to encourage or listen to. 
The same kind of pleading is manifested in his 
notice. In one sentence he says that Burnside’s 
proclamation was unauthorized and unconstitu- 
tional; in the next place he says it was issued 
without cause, and that the causes alleged were 
false, thus raising a question of veracity between 
him and the distinguished general; and inthe next 
sentence he complains that the election was not 
carried on in accordance with Burnside’s procla- 
mation. That, sir, is remarkable pleading for a 


| man to come into this body with. 


Now, | suggest for the consideration of the 
House that in a case of this kind where any mat- 
teris complained ofor relied upon by the contestant 
it must be alleged and must be shown that it went 
to the fall length of changing the result; in point of 


his defeat must have been caused by the influences 
complained of, orelse nocase at all isshown. It 
is not like an action in law, where you can meas- 
ure the damages in dollarsand cents. Hlereisno 
case, here are no damages, unless the thing com- 
plained of goes to the whole length of changing 
the result. Because if the result is not changed 
the party complaining is not damaged. That is 
the point of law I make in this matter. 

Here isa case ofa gentleman working two saws; 
with one saw he wants to get into this House, and 
with the other he wants to get before the people 
again. With one saw he works against Burn- 


| side’s proclamation, and with the other against 


the election, because it was not conducted in ac- 
cordance with Burnside’s proclamation. 

In regard to this testimony, Mr. Speaker, there 
is one thing perfectly manifest, to which I desire 
for a moment to call the attention of the House. 
We in Kentucky—and it isa point material in the 
determination of this case—had not the same kind 
of political organizations which you gentlemen 
of the North have. We had not there Repub- 
licans, Abolitionists, War Democrats, and Peace 
Democrats. We had but two parties, Union men 
and secessionists; friends of the Government and 
friends of the rebellion. There is at present an 
unfortunate division grown up in the Union party, 
but at the time this contest was going on the evi- 
dence shows that the State was divided into these 
two parties. 

I made plain sailing with these gentlemen. I told 
them | wanted no misunderstanding with them. 
[told them thatif I was elected and came here 
| would go for granting all the material resources 
of the Government to overcome that rebellion 
with which their sympathies were in such active 
support. I told them more; I told them that if 
they wanted this Government overturned, that if 
their labors and their prayers were in active co- 


| operation with the armed enemies of the country, 


if they were respectable or self-respecting men 
they would neither consent to hold office undera 
Government they desired to overturn nor would 
they vote for any man who would hold office un- 


| der such a Government. 


Sir, I went further with them. J told them that 
if they wanted my Government destroyed, that 
if their sympathies were in unison and harmony 
with armed rebellion, 1 did not expect their sup- 
port, that | did not ask their support, and that if 
they persisted in voting for me, and I could trace 
enough of their names on the poll-books to con- 
trol my election, I would not take my seat in this 
House. And,so help me God; | would not have 
done it. To whom did I thus address myself? 
A vast majority of the men who voted for the 
contestant. 1 will read an extract from page 132 
of printed record: 

“Do or do not the rebels, secessionists, and rebel sym- 
pathizers call themselves southern rights men - 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. 

‘* Are they or not the same who in times past, since the 
commencement of the preseut civil war, aud before they 
were prevented by military orders and the presence of mil- 
itary force, would openly and fiercely advocate the rebel- 
lion, secession, and Jeff. Davis, and denounce the Govern- 
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ment, the Union, and Union men, and rejoice over every 
reverse of the Union arms? 

“Answer. Yes, sir.”? 

Another from page 136: 

“ From your knowledge of the county, and conversation 
and expressed intentions of the secessionists and rebel sym- 
pathizers of this county and district since the beginning of 
the present civil war, state whether it would have been 


possible to preserve the peace, and the rights, lives,and prop- | 


erty of loyal men, without the presenee at times of a military 


force, and withuut the organization of home guards, conr | 


posed of Union men, and armed with guns aud ammuni- 
tion from the Government. 

*.4nswer. I do not think it would. 

‘< Without that force is it not apparent that entire sub- 
mission to them or emigration or expulsion from the county 
would have been imposed on loyal men? 

‘Answer. I think so.”’ 


And another from page 138: 

‘+. Answer. I concur in the answers of said Woodruff to 
those questions, and do now render the same answers my- 
self. I believe it was their intention to carry into effect 
the Richmond ordinances of the rebel authorities, that all 
men should take the oath prescribed in forty days or leave 
the country, and if found in the country after the expira- 
tion of that time should be liable to be seized and treated 
by the military or civil authorities as traitors and spies. 

‘< What is the reason such ordinances are not catried out 
in Kentucky now? 

“Answer. My opinion ts, it is from the protection given 
by the military power.” 


And another from page 26: 


‘Answer. I agree with him inthe facts stated in answer 
to said questions, and do now answer them myself as he 
did, except as to No. 7, that [ am thoroughly convinced the 
peace could not have been preserved and Union men pro- 
tected Wilhout such force and assistance, and it was not 
always done with that assistance, but much outrage com- 
mitted on them; and as to No. 8, [ answer that such threats 
were openly made before any military force was posted 
here or organized among the citizens; such threats were 
made about me in person. 

**No. 7, What is the reason such threats and schemes 
are not now carried out by the secession party of this dis- 
trict and State? 

‘Answer. | know of no other reason except they are 
afraid to do it and have net the power; itis not for the 
want of the will.’’ 


Mr. ANDERSON. With the consent of my 
colleague I desire to ask him whether he signed 
a letter addressed to the people of Kentucky, in 
which the Senators and Representatives advised 
coperation with the Wickliffe party in the com- 
ing presidential election? I saw such a state- 


ment in a call for a Democratic convention, pub- | 


lished in the Louisville papers, addressed to the 
people of Kentucky, stating that the two Senators 
and all the Representatives in the House, with 
the exception of three abolitionists, had advised 
the union of all parties in opposition to the pres- 
ent Administration, and advising the sending of 
delegates to the Chicago convention. 

Mr. YEAMAN. ldo not know what letter 
my colleague refers to; and [ only state posi- 
tively and in general terms that I have signed no 
letters to anybody in regard to calling any polit- 
ical convention in Kentucky. Thatis all | have 
to say about it. 

Mr.MALLORY. With the permission of my 
colleague | wish to say a word. 
in any newspaper, any charge that the Senators 
and Representatives from the State of Kentucky 
have advised a union between the secessionists 
and their party, or any party in that State, is 
false. There is not one word of truth in it. 

There has been a letter addressed to the people 
of Kentucky which I signed, and which the Sen- 
ators and several members here signed, Ido not 
know whether my colleague {Mr. Yreaman] is 
among them. It calls upon the people of Ken- 
tucky, all who are éntitled to vote under the laws 
of Kentucky, all freemen and citizens of that 
State who have the right to the elective franchise, 
to unite in opposition to the present administra- 
tion of the Government, and to vote at the next 
presidential election for some candidate to dis- 
or it. That is the letter that was written. 

here was no invitation to the secessionists of 
Kentucky to vote with us, and I give any such 
statement the lie here in the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON. My colleague will wnder- 
stand I only stated what [ saw in the papers. 

Mr.MALLORY. Ofcourse | so understood it, 

Mr. YEAMAN. I desire now to allude to 
another matter which I was about to omit. If 
there is any gentleman in the House who feels 
inclined to vote against my having my seat with 
a view of retaining his political consistency, 
and to put himself right on the record on all 
orders of military commanders in refercnce to 
elections, I tell him to be careful how he does 
it, for in the light of the past, and in the light of 


Any statement | 
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coming events whieh cast their shadows before 
| them, he may be stating a case which will em- 
| barrass him. Let me read: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE PoTomaAc, 
Wasurneton, October 29, 1861. 
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to some men than his order about the election in 
Kentucky, especially to one of my colleagues in 


| the north end of the Capitol, who has in bis place 


/ mous Burnside.’’ 


Genera: There isan appretiension among Union cit- || 


izens in many parts of Maryland of an attemptat interfer- 


; ence with their rights of suffrage by disunion citizens on | 


the oceasion of the election to take place on the 6th. of 
November next. 

In order to prevent this, the major general eommand- 
ing directs that you send detachments of @ sufficient nem- 
ber of mento the different points in your vicinity where the 
elections are to be held to protect the Union voters, and to 
see that no disunionists are allowed to intimidate them, or In 
any way to interfere with their rights. 

He also desires you to arrest and hold in confinement 
till after the election all disunionists who are known to 
have returned {rom Virginia recently, and who show them- 
selves at the polls, and to guard effectually against any in- 
vasion of the peace and order of the eleetion. For the 
purpose of carrying out these instructions you are author- 
ized to suspend the habeas corpus. General Stone has re- 
ceived similar instructions to these. You will please con- 
fer with him as to the particular points that each shall take 
the control of. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. B. MARCY, Chief of Staff. 
Major General N. P. Banks, 
Commanding Division, Muddy Branch, Maryland. 


Kentucky half so strong as that! Suspend the 
habeas corpus, send detachments of soldiers, ar- 
rest secessionists who show themselves at the 
polls, and confer with General Stone as to the 
points to be controlled. 

Mr. PRICE. Who issued that order? 

Mr. YEAMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was about to 
say that when the political and military history 
of the struggle in the border States comes to be 
written, that order willappear as one of the bright- 


B. McClellan. 

I would I had time to allude in fitting terms to 
the gallant officers who have been referred to in 
this case, and to the declamatory and superlative 
denunciation that has been heaped upon them by 
the contestant and the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Voornees.} Some men have a talent for 
making up in words what they lack in ideas, and 





in power. 

Colonel Foster’s services protected all that 
region of Kentucky, my home, the contestant’s 
home, from rebel and guerrilla outrage and depre- 
dation. Without those services the courts could 
| not have been held nor the laws administered in 

large district of country. He afterwards led a 
Mi ricade with brilliant suecess.in East Tennessee. 
And the contestant will not forget that day on the 


throw of where Foster and his gallant Hoosiers 


—< 


learned Morgan was crossing into Indiana. 

Colonel Maxwell issued no improper furloughs; 
he made no threats and issued no orders to in- 
fluence soldiers to vote for me. A gallant gen- 
tleman, a learned lawyer, an orator by nature, 
from the beginning a Union man without ‘if’? or 
condition, the conqueror of ervel difficulties in 
early life, he led his regiment on many a well- 
stricken field, and was attending to his business there 
while the contestant was trying to disorganize the 
Union party in my district, and during the six 
long months he has been staying here to defeat in 
this Hail the expressed will of the people. 

A letter was read said to have been written by 
my constituent, General Shackleford, early io 





Show me an order in regard to the election in 


est genrs in the life and services of General George | 


it is a prompt and instinctive resource with some | 
natures to supply with coarseness what they lack 





banks of Green river, when he and I waged a | 
bloodless war of words about politics in stone’s | 


stood in battle order, expecting John Morgan and | 
his avalanche of cavalry, nor how they traveled | 
all night in a different direction when it was | 


1861, and his conduct has been the subject of se- | 


vere comment. Why this ungenerous assault en 
him at this late day? Suppose he did write it. 


He afterwards led his regiment in the assault on | 


Donelson; afterwards shed his blood in battle 
with the enemies of his country in cannon sound 
of where that letter was dated, performed that 
brilliant pursuit and capture of Morgan and his 
forces in Indiana and Ohio, and by his general- 


ship and great victory at Cumberland Gap laid all | 


East Tennessee in the power of Burnside’s cam- 
paign. 

General Burnside needs no defense at my hands. 
His services have become a part of the history of 
his country. And some will suspect that those 
services, Hiustrated by his modesty4in victory and 
his frankness in defeat, have been more offensive 


in the Senate denounced him as “ the ever-infa- 
If the cause of the country is 
infamous, se is Burnside’s career; if the cause of 
the rebellion is glorious, Burnside’s eareer has 


| been a crime. 











Mr. Speaker, | know not what the result of 
this case may be; | only know what it ought to 
be. If am in this seat improperly, there is to- 
day no de jure Governor in the State of Kentucky, 
for he was elected wnder the same order of things, 
If I am here to-day improperly, there is no de jure 
Legislature in Kentucky, for they were elected 
under the same order of things. If I am liere im- 
properly not a man on either side of this House 
from Kentucky is entitled to his seat, 

Sir, it strikes not at me. It strikes at the loyal 
people of my district, at the loyal people of Ken- 
tucky, and our entire State organization. Iknow 
not what the effect would be to tell those people 
after what they have done thiat they shall not re- 
ceive protection at the hands of the Government; 
to discourage, mortify, and disgust the loyal peo- 
ple of my district and the whole State by patting 
the seal of condemnation by this House upon 
that whole election, and thereby listen to the com- 
plaints of the enemies of the country and give 


| them encouragementand moral sanction by which 


they would leap into the next contest with re- 
newed life and energy and tenfold venom, malig- 
nity, and insolence. 

1 make no predictions as to what the effect of 
such a course upon these people might be. I 
only say if you want to increase the friends of 
the Union in Kentucky don’t yeu do it. While I 
make no promises for others See speak for my- 
self. Phe contestant has said upon this floor, and 
repeatedly in the canvass, that Kentucky was his 
native State, that he loved Kentucky, and would 
follow her destinies wherever she went. Mir. 
Speaker, I, too, love Kentucky; profoundly, ten- 
derly do Llove her; land of my birth, home of my 
manhood. She gave me existence; she gave me 
position; she gave me her confidence, and she has 
my gratitude, All that Lam, all that | ean hope 
to be, | owe first to the name of America, and 
next to the name of Kentucky; and I will follow 


| her course, accept her counsels, and abide her 


destiny so long as she doth walk proudly in the 
light of the stars that gleam from the flag of my 
country, and girdles her loins in the beauty and 
strength of.its tricolored zones. [Applause in 
the galleries. ] 

Mr. SMITHERS. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question being on the following resolution 
reported from the Committee of Elections — 


Resolved, That George H. Yeaman is entitled to a seat 
in this House asa Kepresentative from the second con- 
gressiona! district of Kentucky in the Thirty- Bigith Cou 


| gress— 





j 
j 


Mr. ANDERSON demanded the yeas aod 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, John 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, Boyd, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Preeman Clarke, Cobb, Coie, Ores 
well, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dounetly, 
Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, Fentou, Frank, 
Ganson, Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, Griswold, Harding, |her- 
rick, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John 
H. Eubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Kelley, Francis 


| W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Littlejohn, Loan, 


Longyear, Matiory, Marvin, McBride, MeCturg, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Queli, 
Charles O’ Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall, 
Alexander H. Rice, Jobn H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, James 
S. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Sioan, Smith, 
Smithers, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stevens, 
Sweat, ‘Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Wadsworth, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Wheeler, Wil- 
liams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, and W ood- 
bridge—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Chanter, Cof- 
froth, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Fingx, 
Benjamin G. Harris, Philip Johnson, William Johnson, 
Knapp, Le Biond, Long, McDowell, Morrison, Pendleton, 
Prayn, Ross, Stiles, Voorhees, Chilton A. White, Joseph 
W. White, and Fernando Wood—26. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. WEBSTER stated that he would have voted 
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in the affirmative, but he was paired off with Mr. 


Harais, who had been called home in conse- | 


quence of sickness in his family. 
Mr 
Kasson was sick and confined to his room, and 


that he would have voted in the affirmative if he | 


had been here. 

Mr. ANCONA stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Miter, would have voted in the negative had 
he not been paired off. 


Mr. GRINNELL stated that Mr. Jucian, who 


had gone to attend the funeral of Mr. Giddings, | 


would have voted in the affirmative. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, stated that | 
Mr. Arnowp had been obliged to leave the House | 


on account of sickness in his family. 
The vote was then announced asabove recorded. 


Mr. SMITHERS moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also | 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REBEL SOLDIERS IN HOSPITALS, ETC. 
Mr. COLE, of California, by unanimous con- 


sent, introduced the following resolution, upon | 


which he demanded the previous question: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire by what authority and under whose di- 
rection rebels were interspersed with the national soldiers 
throughout the various hospitals in this city, and as to the 


comparative treatment of the rebel and Union soldiers in | 


thé hospitals. 

Resolved further, That the samecommittee be instructed 
to inquire whether or not persons lately in the rebel army 
are employed in places of trust and profit by the United 


States Government at Giesboro’ Point, and if so by whose 
authority, how many, and in what capacity they are em- 
ployed; and 

Resolved further, That the same committee be instructed 
to inquire whether any disloyal persons are employed as 


clerks in any of the Departments of the Government; and | 
if so, who are responsible for such seeyments and that | 


the committee have authority to send for persons and pa- 
pers, to compel the attendance of witnesses, and to report 
the facts to this House at any time. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE, of California, moved to reconsider | 


the vote by which the resolution was agreed to; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE WAR. 


Mr. LAZEAR asked unanimous censent to 
Introduce the following resolution: 


Whereas the fratricidal war which has for the last three 
years filled every neighborhood of our once united and | 


happy country with mourning, and bas drenched a hundred 
battle-fields with the blood of our fellow-citizens, and laid 
waste many of the fairest portions of the land, and yet has 
fuiled to restore the authority of the Federal Government 
in the seceded States; and whereas we believe a misap- 
prehension exists in the minds of a large portion of the peo- 
ple of the South as to the feelings which actuate a large 


portion of the people of the free States, and which misap- | 


prehension we are called upon by every consideration of 
humanity and a sense of justice to correct and if possible 
remove, whether we regard in making this effort what we 
owe to ourselves, to our fellow-countrymen of the South, 
or to the world: Therefore, 

Resolved, That no truly loyal citizen of the United States 
desires the application of any rule or Jaw in determining 
the rights and privileges and the measure of responsibility 
of the people of any of the States but such as shall have 
been determined by the Supreme Court to be in accordance 
with and sanctioned by the Constitution and well-estab- 
lished usages of the country. 

Resolved, That the President, in his capacity of Com- 
mander-in-Chief of: the Army and Navy of the United 
States, be, and he is hereby, required to adopt such meas- 
ures as he may think best, with a view to a suspension of 
hostilities between the armies of the North and the South 
for a period not exceeding —— days ; and that he be also 
authorized to adopt or agree upon some plan by which the 
decision of the great body of the people North and South 
may be secured upon the question of calling a convention 
composed of delegates from all the States, to which shall 
be referred the setttement of all questions now dividing the 
southern States from the rest of the Union, with a view to 
the restoration of the several States to the places they were 
intended to occupy in the Union, and the privileges in- 
tended to be granted to them by the framers of our national 
Constitution, who were in our opinion the most enlight- 
ened statesmen and purest patriots that ever lived, and 
than whom we cannot hope to find wiser or better counsel- 
ors in the present exigency in our national affairs. 


ae KELLOGG, of Michigan, and others ob- 
ected, 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. I rise to a privileged question. 

Mr. DAWSON. My colleague has not yet 
yielded the floor. 


I move that 





HUBBARD, of lowa, stated that Mr. | 


| adjourned. 


| By the Governor: 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before 
the House. Objection was made. 

Mr. LAZEAR. I move to suspend the rules 
to enable me to introduce the lg 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Pending that 
motion, | move the House adjourn. 


CHARTER OF WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask my friend from Illinois 
to yield to me for a moment to enable me to move 


| to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 


tion of the Senate to amend the charter of the | 
city of Washington was referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I yield for 
that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered, 
and can be called up at any time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now insist 
on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
a quarter past four o’clock, p.m.) the House 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 31, 1864. 


= by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Bowman. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM ARKANSAS. 


Mr. FOOT. I present the credentials of Hon. 
Elisha Baxter, a Senator-elect from the State of | 
Arkansas. I move that the credentials be read, | 
and that they lie on the table until the Senate shall 
have taken action on the credentials of Mr. Fish- | 
back, claiming to be a Senator from the same | 
State. : 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: | 
State of Arkansas, to wit : 


The General Assembly of this State, on the 3d day of | 


May, 1864, having, in pursuance with the Constitution of 
the United States of America, chosen Elisha Baxter a 
Senator of the United States to fill the unexpired term of 
Charles B. Mitchel— 

Therefore 1, Isaac Murphy, Governor of the State of 
Arkansas, do hereby certify the same to the Senate of the 
United States. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the State of 
[u. 8.) Arkansas, this 7th day of May, 1864. 
ISAAC MURPHY, 
Governor of Arkansas. 





Rosert J. T. Wuite, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless other- 
wise ordered, they will lie on the table. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. 
citizens of Monmouth county, New Jersey, one: 
ing for increased railroad facilities between the 
cities of New Yorkand Philadelphia. Inasmuch 
as there has been a report upon this subject from 
one committee, and another committee has it | 
under examination, and will report in a very few | 
hours, 1 move that this petition lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I offer a memorial adopted 
ata public meeting of the Church Anti-Slavery | 
Society, held in the city of New York, and signed 
by their committee, George B. Cheever, Henr 
A. Hartt, and Edward Gilbert. It is entitled “ 
memorial against the exclusion of the colored 
race from the right of representation.”’ It is 
somewhat elaborate. I shall not read it; but I 
ask attention to a passage which explains the de- 
sires of the memorialists, as follows: 





____ ay SI, 


ability on account of color, and to secure its privileges to 
all classes alike.”’ 


As that bill is now pending before the Senate, 
I ask that this memorial lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the Uni- 


| ted States, communicating, in answer to a reso- 


lution of the Senate of the 25th instant, a partial 
report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panying papers, in relation to Mexican affairs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred a 
bill (S. No. 293) to empower the Superannuated 
Fund Society of the Maryland annual conference 
to hold property in the District of Columbia and 
to take a devise under the will of the late William 
Doughty, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom were referred the follow- 
eae of the President of the United States, 
asked to be discharged from their further consid- 


|| eration; which was agreed to: 


A message communicating a report of the Sec- 
retary of State in compliance with the act to 
regulate the diplomatic and consular systems cf 





the United States; 

A message relative to a proposed treaty of reci- 
procity between the United States and the Sand- 
wich Islands; 

A message communicating a copy of the cor- 
respondence relative to a controversy between the 
republics of Chili and Bolivia; and 

A message in relation to the establishment of 
monarchical Governments in Central and South 
| America. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on 


| the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
| abill (S. No. 275) to prohibit cattle, horses, mules, 


and other domestic animals from running at large, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKALEW, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred a petition of 
A.J. Campbell, praying for the payment to him 








“The undersigned believe that the continuance of our 
oppression of the colored race is the cause of our disasters 
and defeats, and that it is impossible for us to succeed un- 
til we cease from our oppressions, and repent, and do jus- 
tiee. We are sure that the introduction of the color of the 
skin into our national legislation, as a ground of injurious 
discrimination, and of penalty and taint, as if for crime, 
is derisive of the Creator, and a violation of our Constitu- 
tion, impious, cruel, barbarous, exposing us to the scorn | 
of mankind and the anger of the Almighty.” 


The memorial afterwards proceeds: 


* Believing the elevation of this race to be both a Chris- 
tian duty and the wisest statesmanship, and that equality 
before the law is essential to such elevation, we implore 
the present Congfess, standing as they do at the beginning 
of legislation on this subject, to put away and forbid such | 
oppressive and injurious discrimination.” 


Again they say: 

“As American citizens, we pray,to be relieved from the | 
burden of such disgrace and from the curse that must ac- | 
company such a wrong. We therefore implore your hon- | 
orable body to remove 


the bill providing forthe States | 
@ republican form of government the clause imposing dis- | 


ofan amount of money alleged to be due his father, 
| Scott Campbell, under a treaty with the Sioux 


|| Indians, made June 19, 1858, submitted an ad- 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. i 


I present the petition of | 


verse report, which was ordered to be printed; 
and asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, which was agreed to. 

Mr.CARLILE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 241) 
granting to the State of Wisconsin a donation of 
public land to aid in the construction of a ship 
canalat the head of Sturgeon bay, in the county 
of Door in said State, to connect the waters of 
Green bay with Lake Michigan in said State, 
reported it with amendments. 


CHARGES AGAINST GENERAL BUTLER. 


Mr. DAVIS. I submit the following resolu- 
tion, which I ask to have read and printed: 


Whereas it has been frequently charged in the public 
prints and other modes that when the leaders of the pres- 
ent rebellion were engaged in plotting and maturing it, 
Benjamin F. Butler was- cognizant of and privy to their 
treasonable purposes, and gave them his countenance, sym 
pathy, and support; and that he, the said Butler, after 
some of the rebel States had published ordinances of seces- 
sion, turned against the conspirators whom he had been 
sustaining, to position and office under the Government 
of the United States to enable him to consummate his own 
personal and corrupt objects; and that after he was ap- 
pointed to, and while he was acting in, the military ser- 
vice, he was, by himself and his accomplice, A. J. Butler, 
and many others, guilty of many acts of fraud, peculation, 
and embezzlement against the United States, and many 
acts of extortion, peer, on ereerwengg oppression, and 
cruelty against individuals: Wherefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the Senate appoint 
a committee of three to investigate all such charges against 
the said Butler; that said committee have power to sit dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to employ a clerk, to send for 

ns and papers; and that it reportall the testimony and 
ts proceedings to the next session of the Senate. 


Mr. WILSON. I object to the consideration 
or printing of that resolution. , 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection be- 
ing made, it will lie over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


from the House of Representatives, 
cPuearson, its Clerk, announced that 
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the House of Representatives had passed the joint 
resolution of the Senate (No. 57) to amend the 
charter of the city of Washington. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 





A bill (No. 469) extending the time for the com- | 


pletion of the Marquette and Ontonagon railroad 
of the State of Michigan; 4 

A bill (No. 487) to provide for the execution 
of treaties between the United States and foreign 





nations respecting consular jurisdiction over the | 


crews of vessels of such foreign nations in the 
waters and ports of the United States; and 


A joint resolution (No. 83) authorizing the | 


President to constructa military railroad from the 
valley of the Ohio to East ‘Tennessee. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


ident of the United States had approved and signed 
on the 28th instant the following acts: 


An act (H. R. No. 272) for the relief of Julia | 


A. Ames; es 

An act (H. R. No. 407) authorizing the estab- 
lishment of ocean mail steamship service between 
the United States and Brazil; and 


An act (H. R. No. 432) for the relief of the 


citizens of Denver, in the Territory of Colorado. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| 


| 


' 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK A. BEELEN. 


Mr. SUMNER. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


| No. 345) for the relief of Frederick A. Beelen, 


late secretary of legation to Chili, have direct- 


'ed me to report it back to the Senate without 
| amendment, and with a recommendation that it 


pass. As it only concerns a question of $166, L 
think perhaps the Senate had better act upon it 
now. 


Mr. CONNESS. I hope not. 

Mr. SUMNER. There will be no question or. 
debate about it. It is only a question of $166. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


{| the bill, which authorizes the Secretary of the 
The message further announced that the Pres- | 


| Treasury to pay to Frederick A. Beelen, late sec- 
| retary of legation to Chili, the sum of $166 66, 


in full for difference in salary under the several 
acts of Congress on that subject while he acted 


| as such secretary, befoge he was informed of such 


reduction, and until he had full time to return to 


| the United States. 


| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. | 


Fressenpen, Mr. Cowan, and Mr. Davis the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 192) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1865. 
NEWSBOYS’ HOME. 


Mr. GRIMES. | am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 484) to incorporate 
the newsboys’ home, to report it back without 
amendment,and recommend its passage. I have 
been requested, inasmuch asit is very important 
that this bill should pass at once, in order to in- 
sure the property belonging to this company at 
an early day, toask the Senate to consider it now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to incorporate — Henry, 
J. W. Forney, Henry Beard, Sayles J. Bowen, 
and A. M. Gangewer, their associates and suc- 
cessors, being members of the society by paying 
into its treasury the sum of two dollarsannually, 
or life members by paying fifty doliars at one 
time, and make them a body-politic, by the name 
of **The Newsboys’ Home of Wudtingten 


city,’ for the purpose of providing lodgings, | 


meals, and instruction to such homeless-and in- 


digent boys as may properly come under the | 


charge of such association, to provide for thema 
suitable home, board, clothing, and instruction, 
and to bring them under Christian influence; and 
by that name they are to have perpetual succes- 
sion, with power to use a common seal, to sue and 
be sued, to plead and be impleaded in any court 
of competent jurisdiction within the District of 
Columbia, to collectsubscriptions, make by-laws, 
rules, and regulations needful for the govern- 
ment of the corporation not inconsistent with the 
laws of the’ United States; to have, hold, and re- 
ceive real estate by purchase, gift, or devise; to 
use, sell, or convey the same for the’ purposes 
and benefit of the corporation, and to choose such 
officers and teachers as may be necessary, pre- 
scribe their duties, and fix the rate of their com- 
pensation. The officersof the association are to 
consist of a president, two meongpeane secre- 
tary, treasurer, and a board of managers, to be 
composed of fifteen members, the whole to con- 
stitute an executive committee, whose duty it is 
to be to carry into effect the plans and purposes 
for which the association was formed, all of which 
officers are to be elected on the first Tuesday in 





The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


| third time, and passed. 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL JOSEPH BAILEY. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to call up for ref- || 


erence a joint resolution that I laid on the table 
on Saturday last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reference ? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to call it up and 
have it referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and the Militia; but previous to doing so I 
wish to make a statement in regard to it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope it will not be done if 
we are going to have a statement. 

Mr. DOOLIBTLE. There can be no objection 
to it. 

Mr. CONNESS. The only objection I have 


Simply for 


is the time it will consume in the morning hour. | 


If the Senator will move its reference without dis- 


cussion, I shall have no objection. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suppose it is legitimate 
in the morning hour to refer a bill or joint reso- 
lution. I do not desire to occapy five minutes, 
not as long as the Senator will occupy in inter- 
rupting me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Wisconsin moves to postpone all prior or- 
ders for the purpose of proceeding to the consid- 
eration of the resolution indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 


| ceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. No. 


60) tendering the thanks of Congress and for the 
presentation of a medal to Lieutenant Colonel 
Joseph Bailey of the fourth regiment of Wiscon- 
sin volunteers. ' 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This resolution is one pro- 
viding for a vote of thanks, and ‘that a medal be 

resented to Lieuteuant Colonel Joseph Bailey. 

his gentleman is from the State of Wisconsin, 
and is about thirty-five years of age. 
an engineer upon the La Crosse railroad. He 
built a dam across the Wisconsin river ata point 
where most engineers said sucha thing wasimpos- 
sible. He enlisted in our fourth regiment, was ap- 
pointed a captain, and came outin the fourth regi- 
ment to the State of Maryland. While there he 





He was | 


built Fort Dix. Subsequently, he took charge of | 


one of the most important fortifications about the | 


city of Washington and constructed it. His regi- 
ment was then ordered to New Orleans to join the 
department of the Gulf, and took part in the 
capture of New Orleans. 
one of the largest fortifications that have been 
built since the war commenced. He was assigned 
to the nineteenth Army corps, and became one of 
its chief engineers. 
formed by him, which develops a genius most re- 
markable, is that by which he saved the fleet of 





February in each year at the annual meeting of || Admiral Porter lately upon the Red river. It was 


While there, he built | 
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me 





i dated Mississippi squadron, flagship Black Hawk, 


mouth of Red river, May 16: 


** Sir: Ihave the honor to inform you that the vessels 


| lately caught by low water above the falls at Alexandria 


have been released from their unpleasant position. The 
water had fallen so low that I had no hope or expectation 


| of getting the vessels out this season; and as the Army 


had made arrangements to evacuate the country, | saw 
nothing before me but the destruction of the best part of the 
Mississippi squadron. ‘There seems to have been an es- 
pecial Providence looking out for us in providing a man 
equal to the emergency. Lieutenant Colonel Bailey, act 
ing engineer of the nineteenth Army corps, proposed a plan 
of building a series of dams across the rocks at the falls, 
and raising the water high enough to let the vessels 
pass over. This proposition looked like madness, and the 
best engineers ridiculed it, but Colonel Bailey was so sau- 
guine of success that I requested General Banks to have it 
done, and he entered heartily into the work. ProYisions 
were short and forage was almost out, and the dam was 
promised to be finished in ten days, or the army would have 
to leave us. I was doubtful about the time, but had no 
doubt about the ultimate success if time would only per 
mit. General Banks placed at the disposal of Colonel Bai- 
ley all the force he required, consisting of some three thou 
| sand men and two or three hundred wagons. All the nelgh- 
boring steam mills were torn down for material, two or 
three regiments of Maine men were set to work felling 
trees, and on the second day after my arrival in Alexandria 
from Grand Ecore the work had fairly begun. Trees were 
falling with great rapidity; teams were moving in all di 
rections bringing in brick and stone ; quarries were opened ; 
flat-boats were built to bring stone down from above ; and 
every man seemed to be working with a vigor [I have sel- 
dom seen equaled, while perhaps not one in fifty believed 
in the success of the undertaking. These falls are abouta 
mile in length, filled with rugged rocks, over which, at te 
present stage of water, it seemed to be impossible to make 
a channel. 

“The work was commenced by running out from the left 
bank of the rivera tree dam, made of the bodies of very large 
trees, brush, brick, and stone, cross-tied with other heavy 
timber, and strengthened in every way which ingenuity 
could devise. This was run out about three hundred feet inio 
the river; four large coal barges were then filled with brick 
and sunk at theend ofit. From the right bank of the river 
cribs filled with stone were built out to meet the barges. 
All of which was successfully accomplished, notwithstand 
ing there was a current running of nine miles an hour, 
which threatened to sweep everything before it. It will 
take too much time to enter into the details of this truly 
wonderful work. Suffice it to say that the dam had nearly 
reached completion in eight days’ working time, and the 
water had risen sufficiently on the upper falls to allow the 
Fort Hindman, Osage, and Neosho to get down and be ready 
| to pass the dain. In another day it would have been hiyh 
enough to enable all the other vessels to pass the upper 
falls. Unfortunately, on the morning of the 9th instant, 
the pressure of water became so great that it swept away 
two of the stone barges, which swung in below the dam on 
one side. Seeing this unfortunate accident, [ jumped ona 
horse and rode up to where the upper vessels were auchored 
and ordered the Lexington to pass the upper falls; if possi 
ble, and immediately attempt to go through the dam. | 
thought [ might be able to save the four vessels below, not 
knowing whether the persons employed on the work would 
ever have the heart to renew their enterprise. 

“The Lexington succeeded in getting over the upper 
| falls just in time, the water rapidly faMing as she was pass 
| ing over. She then steered directly for the opening in the 
| dam, through which the water was rushing so furiously that 
it seemed as if nothing but destruction awaited her. ‘Thou 
sands of beating hearts looked on anxious for the result. 
The silence was so great as the Lexington approached the 
dam that a pin might almost be heard to fall. She entered 
the gap with a full head of steam on, pitched down tie 
roaring torrent, made twoor three spasmodic rolls, hung for 
a moment on the rocks below, was then swept into deep 
water by the current, and rounded to safely into the bank. 
Thirty thousand voices rose in one deafening cheer, and uni 
versal joy seemed to pervade the face of every man pres 
ent. The Neosho followed next,all her hatches battened 
down, and every precaution taken cgainst accident. She 
did not fare as well as the Lexington, her pilot having be 
come frightened as he approached the abyss, and stopped 
her engine, when [ particularly ordered a full head of steain 
to be carried; the. result was that fora moment her hull 
disappeared from sight under the water. Every one thought 
she was lost. She rose, however, swept along over the 
rocks with the current, and fortunately escaped with only 
, one hole in her bottom, which was stopped in the course 
of an hour. The Hindman and Osage both came through 
beautifully, without touching a thing; and [ thought it | 
| Was only fortunate enough to get my large vessels as well 

over the falls, my fleet once more would do good service on 
| the Mississippi. The accident to the dam, instead of dis- 
heartening Colonel Bailey, only induced him to renew his 
exertiors after he had seen the success of getting four ves 
| sels through.” 


Mr. CONNESS. I hope the further reading 
of that paper will be dispensed with. The morn- 


| ing hour is of great value to us and should not 


But the crowning act per- | 


the association, which is to be held on that day; || such an actas to draw from the Admiral himself, | 


their successors are to be elected and hold their || from General Banks, and from all who know the 


offices for the term of one year, and until their || facts, the most decided testimonials of their ap- 
successors shall be duly elected. And in case of || probation. 1 will close all I have to say by 
a vacancy it is to be filled by the other members reading an extract from what Admiral Porter says 
of the executive committee. i, on that subject. 


be consumed in this way. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading 
having been objected to, the Chair will put the 
| question to the Senate whether the reading shall 
proceed. 
Mr. CONNESS. We have business of great 
importance to transact in the morning hour, and 
| | hope the Senator will desist from the further 
reading. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. There is not much left, 
and besides | adopt it as a part of my speech on 


1 read from his official report, | the question of reference. 
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Mr. CONNESS. If this is only a part of it I | Mr. POMEROY. I have no particular objec- | 


biec 
objec - 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The report continues: 


«The noble hearted soldiers, secing their labor of the last 
eight days 

repair damages, being confidentnow that ail the gunboats 
would be finally broughtover. ‘These men had been work- 
ing eight days and nights up to their necks {in water in the 
broiling sun, cutting trees and wheeling bricks, and noth- 
ing but good humor prevailed amongthem, On the whole, 
it was very fortunate the dam was carried away, as the 
two barges that were swept away from the ceuter swung 
around against some rocks on the left and made a fine cush- 
ion for the vessels, and prevented thei, as it afterwards ap- 
peared, from running on certain destruction. 


sweptaway ina moment cheerfully wentto work | 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 


“The force of the water and the current being too great || 


to construct a continuous dam at six hundred feet across 


leave a gap of fifty-five feet in the dam and build a series 
of wing dams on the upper falls. This was accomplished 
in three days’ time, and on the 11th instant the Mound City, 
Carondelet, and Pittsburg came over the upper falls, a good 
deal of labor having been expended in hauling them through, 
the channel being very crooked, scarcely wide enough for 
them. Next day the Ozark, Louisville, Chillicothe, and 
two tugs, diso succeeded in passing the upper falls. Im- 
mediately afterwards the Mound City, Carondelet, and Pitts- 
burg started in succession to pass the dam, all their hatches 
battcned down, and every precaution taken to prevent ac- 
cident. 


sight, only to be realized when seen. They passed over 


re 74 er > 
the river in © short a time, Colonel Bailey determined to || 29) © provide for the revision of the laws of the 


tion to the reference. What this resolution calls 
for would not take two hours’ time; butstill Ihave | 
no particular objection to the reference of the res- 
olution to the Committee on Indian Affairs if the 
Senator desires it to’go there. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator agrees to the 


sugeestion | will move that it be referred to the 


The motion was agreed to. 
REVISION OF DISTRICT LAWS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senate to take up 


for consideration the joint resolution (S. No. 


District of Columbia. It will not occupy five 
minutes, It only contains one simple provision. 
The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was read a second time, and considered as | 
in Committee of the Whole. 
As the revised code of the District of Colum- 


\| bia, prepared under the authority of Congress, | 


‘The passage of these vessels was a most beautiful | 


without an accident, except the unshipping of one or two | 


rudders. This was witnessed by all the troops, and the 
vessels were heartily cheered as they passed over. Next 
morning at ten o’clock the Louisville, Chillicothe, Ozark, 
and two tugs passed over without any accident except the 
loss of a man, who was swept off the deck of one of the 
tugs. By three o’clock that afternoon the vessels were all 
couled, ammunition replaced, and all steamed down the 
river, with the convoy of transports in company. A good 
deal of difficulty was anticipated in getting over the bars in 
lower Red river; depth of water reported only five feet; 
gunbonts were drawing six. Providentially we had a rise 
from the back-water of the Mississippi, that river being 
very high at that time, the back-water extending to Alex- 
andria, one hundred and fifty miles distant, enabling us to 
pass all the bars and obstructions with safety. 

“« Words are inadequate to express the admiration I feel 
for the abilities of Lieutenant Colonel Bailey. ‘This is with- 
out doubt the best engineering feat ever performed. Under 
tiie best circumstances a private company would not have 
completed this work under one year, and to au ordinary 
mind the whole thing would have appeared an utter im- 
possibility . 
credit he has conferred upon the country, he has saved to 


the Union a valuable fleet worth nearly two million dollars. | 


More, he has deprived the enemy of atriumph which would 
have emboldened them to carry on this war a year or two 
longer, for the Intended departure of the army was a fixed 
fact, and there was notbing left for me to do in case that 
event occurred but destroying every part of the vessels, so 
that the rebels could make nothing of them. The highest 
honors the Government can bestow on Colonel Bailey can 
never repay him for the service he has rendered the coun- 
try.”’ 


I move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order 


will be made. 
REMITTANCES TO INDIANS OF KANSAS, 
Mr. POMEROY. Task the Senate now to take 


up and pass a resolution of inquiry that I intro- 
duced on Friday last, and which went over on the 
objection of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Davis.} lt is merely a resolution calling on one 
of the Departments for a report in reference tothe 
funds in the hands of the Government belonging 
to certain Indian tribes, which will be passed with- 
oul opposition, 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish the Senate an account current between 
the United States and the united band of Wea, Peoria, Kas- 
kaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians of Kansas, since date of 
their last treaty, (JOU of May, 1854,) showing the amount 
and date of each remittance to said Indians under said 
treaty, and on what account each remittance was made ; 
also showing the date of each investment of the proceeds 
of the lands of said Indians in State stecks, and amount of 
interest, if any, on said stocks, the date of investment, and 
the time during which interest was paid by the States re- 
spectively owing said stocks, and what balance, if any, is 
now in arrear and due said indians either on account of 
interest on stocks or otherwise, 

Resolved further, 'Thata similar account be furnjgbed be- 
tween the United States and Western Miamis of ansas. 


Mr. HARLAN. I think it would be as well 
to let that resolution go to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. These investigations are very la- 


borious, and sometimes occupy the time of clerks | 
We have had some such papers be- | 


for years. 
fore the committee during this session that have 


occupied clerks in the office for a year and a half | 


last past. Unless there is some necessity for the 


imposition of such immense labor on the Depatt- | 


ment | would oppose the passage of the resolu- 
ion, 


Leaving out his abilities as an engineer, the | 





| period of its execution, and measures should be 


| present time and perfected, the bill therefore in- 
| structs the Committees on the District of Colum- 
|| bia of the two Houses of Congress, respectively, 
| to cause the code to be so revised, amended, and 


| entitled **An act to improve the laws of the Dis- 
I 


| ble persons on the preparation of the work ata 
| compensation of ten dollars per day for the time 


| Congress for adoption. 


| 421) to pay, in part, for publishing 4he debates of 


| and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 


| Globe and Appendix, for each Senator, Repre- 


| ceived the same, one complete set of the Congres- 


| and Appendix, by the Secretary of the Senate and 





trict of Columbia, and to codify the same,”’ ap- | 
proved March 3, 1855, and,which was published 
by order of Congress in the year 1857, is believed 
to have been a comprehensive, complete, and accu- 
rate compilation of the laws of the District at the 


taken to have the work brought down to the 


corrected, and also the laws of Congress for the 


adapt them to the present condition of the laws; 
and they may employ not more than two suita- 


employed. ‘Thecode so prepared is to be printed 
by direction of the committees in a neat and con- | 
venient form for the use of the committees and 
Cangress; and the committees are to report it to 
their respective Houses at the next session of 





The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. ANTHONY. 1 move thatthe Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 


Congress, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of theWhole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which directs the Secretary of the Senate 


purchase from the publishers of the Congressional 


sentative, and Delegate in the present and each 
succeeding Congress, who has not heretofore re- 


sional Globe and Appendix. 
The second se@tion provides that there shall be 
paid to the publishers of the Congressional Globe 


the Clerk of the House of Representatives, out of | 
the contingent funds of the two Houses, according 
to the number of copies of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix taken by each, one cent for every 
five pages exceeding three thousand pages for a 
long session, or fifteen hundred pages for a short 
session, including the indexes and the laws of the 
United States for this and each future Congress. 

The third section appropriates the sum of 
$98,544 for the purposes named in the bill for the 
present Congress; $30,424 of which is to be dis- 
burSed by the Secretary of the Senate, and the re- 
mainder Se the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The fourth section repeals all acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent herewith; and the above pro- 
visions are made upon the express condition that 
they may be abrogated by cake Congress or the 
publishers of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix at any time after giving two years’ notice 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. 





If I remember aright, the first 


section of this bill is in direct contravention of an 

existing law, and one that has been pretty scru- | 
»ulously observed ever since it has been passed. 
i do not know whether this bill would repeal that | 
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| 
! 








| fornia is impatient. 


| the publication cease. 


May 3}, 


law or not. ‘Phat law was passed a few years 
ago, when the printing or purchasing of books for 
the use of Congress had got to be a great abuse. 
The whole subjeet was considered in connection 
with the increased compensation of members of 
Congzess, giving them an annual salary instead 
of a perdiem. I have not that law before me, 





|| and can only speak from recollection, but my rec- 


ollection is that there was a condition in that law 
that any books hereafter purchased by Congress 
for distribution among its members should be 
deducted from their pay; and I think that is the 
law to-day. I do not know whether the Com- 
mittee on Printing mean to repeal that law or not; 
but my own impression is that that is a wise law. 
It has been adhered to hitherto very strictly, and 
I think it had better be adhered to hereafter. 

A friend has just handed me a copy of the bill, 
and | observe that the fourth section provides— 


That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. CONNESS. Do not discuss it. 

Mr. HALE. I see that my friend from Cali- 
[ am opposed to this bill; | 
think it has not been considered as it ought to be; 
and I therefore move to postpone its further con- 
sideration until to-morrow. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to its 


| being postponed if it is postponed and made the 
| special order for to-morrow. I should like to have 


it disposed of. It is a thing that so nearly con- 
cerns the business of the Senate as to rise almost 
to the importance of a privileged question. The 
committee are quite indifferent whether the bill 


: ae | passes or not; but they desire to have the action 
District passed since that compilation, as shall || 


and the decision of the Senate upon it, because, 
unless Congress make some further compensation 
for the publication of the Congressional Globe, it 
must cease. Every person who is conversant 
with the expenses of printing must know that this 
must be the case, unless the contract has been 
hitherto enormously profitable. As I explained 
at considerable length the other day, it has been 
sustained up to the present time, more than from 
any other cause, by the pride which the late pro- 
prietor, Mr. Rives, had in the publication. He 
desired to have it asthe monumento‘ his life, and 
he always felt a confidence that Congress would 
at some future and not very remote time raise 
the compensation to a living business. If it is 
not the disposition of Congress to do that, let 
I will not objeet to the 
postponement; but I should like to have it made 
the special order for half past twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COLLAMER. | object to making any 
special orders in the morning hour. I hope it 
will not be done. If it must be. done, let it be 
done by the Senate regularly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, sir, Lam not going 
to press this bill against the desire of the Senate. 
I have no more interest in it than any other Sen- 
ator, and if itis the pleasure of the Senate to post- 
pone it and let it go by, | shall not trouble my- 


| self about it. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Let us act upon it now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very weil; that is what l 
would prefer to do. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to postpone the further consideration of the 
bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, | had not the slightest wish to 
have the bill postponed except that | saw some 
of my friends were a littleimpatient and I did not 
want to take up time; but lam as ready to act 
upon it now as I shall be at any other period. 

lam opposed to this bill on several accounts. 
In the first place, it is indefinite; and, Mr. Presi- 
dent, | appeal to you, not only as Presiding Offi- 
cer of the Senate, but as a member of the Senate 
on that point. If there is any subject on which 
I have been enlightened since 1 have been in the 
Senate, it has been by remarks made by yourself 
upon the indefiniteness of appropriations, You 
have contended with a force, an energy, and a 
distinctness which has impressed itself on my 
mind against the propriety of making indefinite 
appropriations, the amount of which we do not 
know. , 

Now, sir, one cent is a very small sum indeed; 
it is the smallest coin known to the law now; 
but if there is any truth in arithmetic it may be 
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multiplied so many times aste countup toa very 
large sum. Let us see what this one cent, that 
harmless cent, amounts to in this second section: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 


paid to the publishers of the Congressional Globe and Ap- |} t ) 
| community; so L asked her this question: ** Do | 
you not think if you were to put that paper into | 
| the hands of the laboring men of the countryand | 
|| tell them that they must read it through thatday, 


: short. my |! it would be the hardest day’s work they ever did? 
including the indexes and the laws of the United States tor 


endix, by the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 


louse of Representatives, out of the contingent funds of | 


the two Houses, according to the number of copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix taken by each, one cent 
for every five pages exceeding three thousand pages for a 
long session, or fifteen hundred pages for a short session, 


this and each future Congress. 


Now, I should like to know from the chairman | 


of the committee if the committee have made an 
estimate of what that will amount to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the Senator want an 
answer? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; right here. 

Mr. ANTHONY. IftheSenator would listen 
to the very few remarks that I make with as 
much attention as I do to the much more ex- 
tended and better ones that he makes, he would 


when I reported the bill. I did not wish the 
Senate to vote blindly. Of course it is impossi- 
ble to tell precisely what this one cent for every 
five pages will amount to; for it is not within the 
»ower of mortal comprehension to conceive how 
he it may suit members to speak, and as the 
Congressional Globe reports everything that is 
said, and every Senator says as much as he 
nleases, it is impossible to tell in the beginning 
a long the Globe may be spun out. Itis very 
proper, therefore, that, fixing the price of the 
Globe at a certain sum, it should be for a certain 
uumber of pages, and then if the debates shall 
extend to a larger number of pages that there 


shall be some additional compensation. Itis very | 
proper that that compensation should be in pro- | 


portion to the number of pages printed. Taking 
the last Congress as the average, the excess of 
one cent for every five pages will amount to 
$42,000, as I stated when I introduced the bill. 
‘There were three sessions during that Congress, 
and they were pretty longones. I think the Con- 
gressional Globe for the last Congress is larger 


than it ever was before; | am not able to say || 
about that; but according to that average it will | 


make $42,000. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the whole 
thing is injudicious. | think it has a tendency to 
encourage talk, and that does not need any encour- 


agement. [| wonder that the sagacity of our Com- | 
mittee on Finance ia seeking for some subject of | 


taxation has not led them to tax this eternal gab- 
ble that is practiced in all the branches of the 
Government. I think we couldget a very hand- 
some revenue out of a tax levied on every speech 
exceeding fifteen minutes over an hour. I see 


that my friend from Maryland (Mr. Jounson] | 
looks rather pale at such a proposition, [laughter] | 


but still I think it would be a judicious one. 
ar JOHNSON. Itis on your account. [Laugh- 
ter. 


Mr. POWELL. I hope the Committee oa 


Finance will introduce no such measure. If they | 


do it will bankrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire,and wedo not want to see that. (Laughter. ] 


Mr. HALE. That remark of the Senator is | 


based rather upon a supposition of my poverty 
than an experience of my talk. (Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. President, this practice of setting 
down everything that is said here is unwise and 
injudicious. 1 remember the first time that I was 
in the State of Ohio, 1 was something of a lion 


at that time, [laughter,] and the late Joshua R. | 


Giddings, of whose death we have heard with so 
much sorrow lately, acted as my trumpeter on 
that occasion. I was called upon by radicals of 
all ages, sexes, and conditions, and among the 
rest there came to me a strong-minded woman, 
with her heart fall of sympathy for the laboring 
classes. In her benevolence + had drawn out 
a pee for their amelioration and elevation; and 
what do you suppose it was?) Why, that there 
should be a newspaper printed at the seat of the 
vational Geveroment every day which should 
contaw every word that was said in both Heuses 
of Congress thatday. [Laughter.] She thought 


tht would be a remedy that would cure all the || 


social evils that afflicted society. 1 looked at her 
with a litde astonishment. [esked her if she had 
ever seen the New York Courier and loquirer. 
She said she never had. L4old her it was about 
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| the size of a small bed-quilt, and if it was printed | 
. . . ' 
all over in small type it would not containevery- | 


thing that was said in both Houses of Congress 


| duringa day. [Laughter.] She wanted to put this | 


paper into the hands of every laboring man in the 


Again,’’ said I, **suppose the laboring class 
have time to read so much, do you not think it 
barely possible that they might find some more 
profitable reading?’ (Laughter.] The woman 
had the sense to sit still and did not answer, and 
that question never has been answered to thisday. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 


Chair to call up the special order of the day. 
Mr. HALE. Well, sir, | am perfectly willing. 
Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senate is ready to 


‘ : ‘| take a vote on this bill I should like to have it 
have known that I explained this whole matter || 


disposed of now. 
Mr. HALE. I have not got throuch with it. 
Mr. ANTHONY.’ Lhope, then, that the Com- 
mittee on Finance will introduce the tax that the 
Senator from New Hampshire suggests. I should 


| like to have it while this bill is under considera- 


tion. [Laughter.] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
will resume the consideration of the tax bill. 


Mr. POWELL. I move that the tax bill be 


| tempararily passed over to enable usto take a vote 
| on this bill. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from New 
Hampshire says he has not got through with his 


| remarks. 


Mr. POWELL. 
ator to conclude. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
the tax bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection be- 
ing made, the special order is before the Senate. 
INTERNAL KEVENUE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R, No. 


Well, we can allow the Sen- 


| 405) to provide internal revenue to support the 


Government, to pay interest on the public debt, 
and for other purposes, the pending question be- 
ing on the amendment offered by Mr. Suerman 


| to strike out the one hundred and niath section of | 
the bill and to insert in lieu thereof the following: | 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


Sec. 109. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 


levied, collected, and paid a duty of one twenty-fourth of | 
one per cent. each month upon the average amount of the | 


deposits of money, subject to payment by check or draft, 
with any person, bank, association, or corporation engaged 
in the business of banking, other than associations organ- 
ized and established under and by virtue of “An act to pro- 
vide a national currency, secured by a pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof,’ approved February 25, 1863 ; and a duty 
of one twenty-fourth of one per cent. eae month, as afore - 
said, upon the average amount of capital stock invested in 
such business, beyond the amountinvested in Unitéd States 
bonds. And on the first Monday of every month of each 
year a true and accurate return of the amount of deposits 
and of capital, as aforesaid, shall be made and rendered to 
the assessor of the district in which such bank, associa- 
tion, or corporation may be located, or in which such per- 
son may reside, by all such persons, banks, associations, 


| or corporations, with a declaration annexed thereto, and 


the oath or affirmation of such person, or of the president 
or cashier of such bank, association, or corporation, in such 
form and manner as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, that the same contains a true 
and faithful statement of the amount of capital and depos- 
its, as aforesaid; and shall also deliver a copy of said re- 
turn to the collector of the district, and shall, within each 
and every month, pay to said collector the duty of one 
twenty-fourth of one per cent. on the amount of deposits, 
and of one twenty-fourth of one per cent. on the capital so 
returned. And for any negiect to make or render such re- 
turn and payment, as aforesaid, every such person, bank, 
association, or corporation shall be subject to and pay a 
penalty of $1,000, besides the additions, penalties, and tor- 
feitures in other cases provided ; and the amount of depos- 
its and capital shall, in default of the proper return, be es- 
timated by the assessor upon the best information he can 
obtain, and every such penalty, together with the duties as 
aforesaid, may be recovered for the use of the United States 
in any court of competent jurisdiction, And every person, 


| and every bank, association, or corporation, other than as- 
| sociations organized and established under and by virtue 


of **An act to provide a national currency, secured by a 
pledge of United States stocks, and to provide for the cir 
culation and redemption thereof,’ approved , issu 





| ing notes, bills, or obligations calculated or intended to cir- 
| cujate as money, shall pay a duty of one sixth of one per 


cent. each month on the average amount of such notes, 
bills, or other obligations in circulation during the preced- 
ing month, or which, having been issued, shall remain in 





The morning | 
| hour having expired, it becomes the duty of the 


| cified. 
vide ways and means for the support of the Government,” 
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circulation; and shall, on the first Monday of each and 
every month, make and deliver to the assessor of the dis 
trict in which such bank, association, or cerporation may 
be located, or in which such person may reside, a true and 
accurate return of the amount of notes, bills, or other obti- 
gations so issued, whether in circulation or in its vaults, 
or elsewhere, in possession or on deposit, and shall annex 
to every such return a declaration, with the oath or aftirm 
ation of such person, or of the president or cashier of sucti 
bank, association, or corporation. in such form and manner 


| a8 may be directed by the Commissioner of Internal Rew 


enue, that the same contains a true and faithful statement 


| of the amount of circulation as aforesaid ; and shall deliver 


a copy of said return tothe collector of the district in which 
said person resides, or in which the said bank. association, 
or corporation is located; and shall, within ten days from 


| the first Monday in each and every mouth, pay to said col 


lector the said duty of one sixth of one per cent. on the av 
erage amount of its circulation as aforesaid, not including 
that in vault or on deposit for the said bank. And for any 
neglect to render or make such return and paynient as 
aforesaid, every such person, bank, association, or corpo 
ration shall pay a penalty of one per cent. on the amount 
of notes, bills, or ether obligations issued as aforesaid, 
which amount shall, in default of the proper return, be es 
timated by the assessor upon the best information he ean 
obtain; and every such penalty may be recovered for the 
use of the United States in any court of competent ju: 
diction: Provided, That all banks, associations, corpora 
tions or individuals, issuing notes or bills for circulation 
as currency, shall be liable to aud pay the additional duty of 
one third of one per cent. cach month upon the average 
amount of such currency, not including that in vault or on 
deposit for the said bank, issued beyond the amountofninety 
per cent. of its capital stock paidin. In the case of banks 
with branches, the duty herein provided for shall be im 
posed upon the circulation of each branch, severally, and 


| the amount of capital of each branch shall be considered 
| to be the amount allotted to or used by such branch. 
| the additional duty herein provided for shall be collected 


And 


and paid at the tines and in the manner bereinbefore sp. 
And so much of an act entitled “*An act to pro 


approved Mareh 3, 1863, as imposes any tax on banks, their 
circulation, capital, or deposits otber than is herein pro 
vided, is hereby repealed. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. Mr. President, J am op- 
posed to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
and also to the provision of the bill that he pro- 
poses to amend, The people of the State [ in 
part represent have not any great pecuniary in- 
terest in the question of the taxation of the cireu- 
lation of banking institutions. The circulation 


|| of California is a cireulation of gold and silver 
| coin, and is not to be affected by this bill as it 
| stands in the original text or as it is proposed to 


be amended by the Senator from Ohio; but there 
are considerations in which the people of this 
whole country are concerned as a matter of policy 
if the views indicated by the Senator from Ohio 
are to be carried into legislation. I may say for 
myself here that I have always been and am now 
opposed upon principle to all banks of circulation. 
We have found practically in that portion of the 
country from which I come that banks which 
confine themselves to the office of transacting the 


|| business between merchants and citizens can do 


that business as well without a paper circulation 
as withit,and even much better. While the sys- 
tem of banks without circulation is quite as con- 
venient, it is much more for the health of the 
business of the country. The truth of this gen- 
eral proposition has been demonstrated by all 
those who have written on this subject for the last 
century. ‘The experience of the world proves if. 
Nevertheless, banks of circulation have existed 
throughout the older States for a long period and 
have become a substantial feature of the system 
of business in all those States, I suppose there 
is not a State among the old States of the Union 
that has not banks of circulation; avd in New 
England particularly every city aud every town 
and every considerable village has its bank for 
the local accommodation of the people. The 
young mechanic is dependent upon the bank in 
his neighborhood for his first facilities in engaging 
in business, and the young trader having a rep- 
ulation for integrity and character is dependent 
upon the local bank for his first facilities in car- 
rying on trade, They are a part of the estab- 
lisheg gystem of thecountry. It is now proposed 
openl¥ by the Senator from Ohio, and substan- 
tially by the bill itself, to make a destructive war 
upon all these institutions, to uprootand destroy 
them. 

Mr. HOWE, Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him what war the bill proposes to make upon 
these banks? 

Mr. MeDOUGALL, | The bill itself in its tax- 
ation, independent of the amendment, makesthat 
war, although the amendment is much more rad- 
ical than the bill itself. 

Mr. HOWE. The bill itself proposes no rate 
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of taxation upon the State banks that it does not 
upon national banks. 

“Mr. McDOUGALL. Indeed it does. It taxes 
all their business except what is based upon the 
circulation furnished by the Federal Government, 
and mokesa distinction all the way through. It is 
not wise atany time suddenly to uproot long-estab- 
lished institutions and long-established business 


relations. I willtake New England as an illustra- 
tion. J suppose there isnota village of any con- 
i 


siderable size or a manufacturing town in New 
England without its bank that has done for many 

ears and is now doing the business of the neigh- 
borhood. It is now proposed that the Federal 
power shall legislate them all out of existence, 
with all their relations, their place to be sup- 


thority of the Federal Government without any 
basis except the basis of bonds, those bonds irre- 
deemable, and the currency issued by the Gov- 
ernment and furnished by it to the banks irre- 
deemable. 

It would be well to consider for what all this 
change is to be made, for what cause all the rela- 
tions of business, of money to industry, of money 
to trade throughout the greater part of this coun- 
try are to be changed in this way. Why is this 
war to be made? And let me say that I think this 
war made upon $170,000,000 of bank circulation 
may prove quite as mischievous a war as that 
which is now waged upon us from the South, for 
this is to be a war of the North upon the North, 
and a moneyed war is sometimes as disastrous 
as the war of arms. It is a war made in order 
that a banking system organized under the au- 
spices of the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
established throughout all parts of this Union, a 


banking system to radiate from this center, to | 


commence with $300,000,000 of capital, capable 
of indefinite expansion. It can be extended just 
as our legal-tender notes have been extended. 
When the first application for legal-tender notes 
was made to Congress by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it was said that what was then re- 
quired would be all that would be required, that 
more could not be safely placed in circulation and 
more would not be demanded; but since then that 
sum has been quadrupled, and $300,000,000 are 
now asked to organize a system of national banks. 
‘They say they want facilities for the Government. 
Next year, wanting more, they may ask for 
$600,000,000 of bank facilities, and the next year 


tion of $1 ;200,000,000. 


The greatest mischief of this war upon the lo- 


cal circulation of the State banks is the character 
of the substitution. 


It was thought, and I think | 


it was wisely thought by one of our former Pres- | 


idents, a man of infinite sagacity, that a bank of 
$30,000,000—not a mere Government bank, but 
having capital of its own and to which the Gov- 


ernment was a party—that that single bank of |) 


430,000,000, with its branches in the various 
States, 


Union—was dangerous at least to the proper ad- 


ministration of a free republican Government; || 


and why dangerous? Among other things, for 
the reason that in every State they were able to 


secure by employment the young growing talent | 


was dangerous to the integrity of the | 


of the States and bind it to the interests of the | 


$30,000,000 mammoth institution. The first talent 
of the North and the East and the South and 
the West became allied to the institution with 
$30,000,000 of capital, and that alarmed a saga- 
cious President, and alarmed the American peo- 
ple. Here we propose at the outset to multiply 
the thirty by ten, and not making a regular bank- 


ing institution as the old institution was, embrac- | 


ing a majority of private capital, but a system of 
banks located in every town and village through- 


| 


| der to file additional bonds. 


| These things have not been sufficiently looked to. 


_ | see before me in the bill that lies upon my desk. 


| by virtue of your law, and they will be appealing || 


| question. 


| the country I should oppose them everywhere. | 
plied by organizations to be framed under the au- |! 


| Strings upon every moneyed interest. 
| tem Is to aggregate all the active capital of the 
| country, and it is to be held here at one man’s 
| power. I say that under this system, which has 


| and has received the sanction of Congress, when 


| atives from the responsibility of canvass. We 


|ators and Presidents made by a moneyocracy 


| centrated moneyed interest of a country. Before 


| est; before them will have to yield our agricul- 


| tural interest; before them will have to yield and 
after that we shall look fearlessly upona circula- || 
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the right to reason that the cause for this change 
suggested by the Senator from Ohio is that the 
State banks are to be driven out of existence that 
their place may be supplied by national banks. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I was not interfering with 
the Senator’s reasoning. He was asking a ques- 
tion of Senators. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. Iask them whether they | 
are advised of the power that has been conferred 
on the Comptroller of the Currency. I am in- 
quiring into the character of these institutions for 
which, and on account of which, the State banks 
are to be driven out of existence. I do not pro- 
fess myself to favor either of them as an original 
If we had no banks of circulation in 


I trust it will never be a necessity on my part to 
oppose banks of circulation in California, for I 
think the time will never come when they will be 
supposed to be needed there. 1 choose now to 
remark on the character of the system which is 
to take the place of the State banks. The Comp- 
troller of the Currency at Washington has the 
authority of a chancellor, one of the highest 





| judges of our courts, and may by his ipse dizit 


close up any one or all these banks. He may re- 
quire them at any time by his own word or or- 
He may appointa 
receiver and take charge of all their assets. He 
has perfect power here at Washington to pull the 


This sys- 


been devised by the Secretary of the Treasury, 


it shall be inaugurated and in full force, if it is 
permitted to be thus organized and put into full 
force, it will possess a power that will relieve 
Senators from the responsibility of office, and it 
will relieve members of the House of Represent- 


shall then have members of Congress and Sen- 


more potential than the word or ukase of the czar. 


Of all powers that can be made the governing 
powers of a country, there is nothing like the con- 


them will have to yield our manufacturing inter- 


| 
bend our commercial interest. Legislation will | 
be controlled by them as their interest may dic- | 
tate. ‘That this is true is as patent as the words | 
How many banks will spring up under this | 
system, suppose they go along as the Secretary | 
of the Treasury anticipates? A thousand, per- | 
chance; there will be four or five banks for every | 
member of Congress, and twenty-five or thirty | 
forevery Senator. Their business belongs here | 


to the legislation of the Federal Government to | 
change the law to promote their interests, to favor | 
them in the machinery of their operation, the ex- 


| tension of their business, the regulation of the | 
| rates of interest. There will be a thousand other 


| 
| 


| signs to centralize all power in the Government 
here at Washington and in the Treasury Depart- 


out the country, distributing from this center to || 


them $300,000,000 of circulation, and evggy one 
of these banks under the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. | should like to ask Senators if they have 
looked carefully to see the power that is vested 
here with the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Permit me to suggest to 
the Senator that all those questions were proper 
to be answered perhaps upon the bill for estab- 
lishing these banks, but this is a mere provision 
for taxing State banks. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I understand that quite 
well, if the Senator pleases; but I suppose | have 


}, tablished by State authority that furnish banking 
| facilities, so that these new banks may have the 


things before Congress affecting them pro and 
con., as they may relate to merchandise, trade, 
and manufactures, or to commerce abroad. 

I would, if I had been in my seat, have urged 


all these reasons primarily against the bill which || 


we have already passed establishing this banking 
system; but the argument is as pertinent here 
against this centralizing power. Your bill de- 


ment of that Government; and now, in aid of that 
centralization it is proposed to drive out of exist- 
ence all the institutions in the United States es- 


field alone. That is one of the means to extin- 

ish the States. There is a strong disposition, 
Fae on the part of many Senators to extin- 
guish all the boundaries of the States and to es- 
tablish here a central Government. Every one 
who has read history and has profited by the 
teachings of her greatest masters of political 
science, knows and understands that a single con- 
solidated republic cannot exist over such an im- 
mense area. It was never attempted in ancient 





_or modern times. Montesquieu, who is one of 


| the ablest writers on the subject of free Govern- 
| ment, and a friend of free Government, lays it 
| down asa rule that republican institutions can- 
not be maintained over a vast extent of country 
except by the combination, the concentration, and 
affiliation of, to a certain extent, independent 
Governments; that only in that way can they 
maintain sufficient vitality at their centers and 
sufficient strength to unite and continue the Gov- 
ernment of a largely extended territory. All his- 
tory has taught this lesson. Our fathers under- 
stood it when they established the Constitution 
under which we now pretend to live. This is a 
movement to obliterate the boundaries and de- 
stroy the vitality of the States, which, on the 
other hand, should be cultivated. 

There is not vital force enough in this country 
by honest and free means and the free expression 
| of a free people, to handle all the intricacies of 
| trade, commerce, business, exchanges, currency 

from here to the extremest parts of the country. 
What here do you know about the region in 
which I live? T am compelled to say that the 
Senate and House of Representatives, with very 
few marked exceptions, are profoundly ignorant 
about every one of our particular and general ne- 
cessities; and when measures involving our inter- 
ests come before Congress, what is affirmed by 
the representatives of our coast has to be taken 
on trust, or otherwise it is ignored, and what they 
| ask for, and ask for justly, is often denied them. 

Sir, while we are laboring under our great ca- 
lamities and while making a united struggle to put 
| down hostile arms in rebellion, we must not for- 
get that yet under our system, a necessary and a 
politic system, we must have States, and States 
| within their spheres independent, just as well us 
the national Government within its sphere is in- 
‘dependent. This attempt here to go out beyond 
the legitimate sphere of Government to control the 
money business of every neighborhood through- 
out the whole Republic is in violation of the fun- 
damental idea of our system, and itis in violation 
of fundamental law. It never was affirmed in the 
days of the old United States Bank that the Gov- 
ernment had the right to create a bank except as 
| it was necessary as a fiscal agency to carry on 
| the business of the Governmentitself. This sys- 

tem is not framed for the purpose of furnishing a 
| fiscal agency for the Government. Itis to usurp 
| the money business of the country, to control and 
| handle the exchanges of the country and its en- 
| tire currency. Not only that; the Federal Gov- 
| ernment not only undertakes to go out of the line 

of its jurisdiction by creating this system to be 
| handled here at the central point of power, but it 
| undertakes to make war upon institutions exist- 
| ing in almostevery State of the Union with which 

the business of thousandsand hundreds of thou- 
| sands of people is immediately concerned. The 
stockholder, the lender, the borrower, persons 
who have furnished facilities and persons who 
have sought facilities, the mechanic, the trader, 
the merchant, the manufacturer are all depend- 
ent on these institutions upon which war is to be 
made by the Federal Congress. Has the Fed- 

eral Congress any office which justifies it in mak- 
| ing such war? | say it isa usurpation of power, 
_ and an unjust war upon the States and upon in- 
stitutions established by the various States, and 
upon established relations between debtor ani 
creditor, borrower and lender, the man of money 
and the man of trade and the man of labor. 

It seems to me strange that such a proposition 
as has been made by the Senator from Shio should 
be boldly announced as designed to drive out of 
existence by unequal taxation the State banks, to 
drive out what has been recognized as a legiti- 
mate business and has been followed since the 
commencement of the Government, to drive out 
of business by unequal taxation a large body of 
men, men of retired capital, engaged in banking, 
and then to drive out of the way of convenient 
facilities another large class of men, and to make 
out of the whole banking system of the country 
a political machine. Now, a bank is a business 
institution looking solely tothe returns monthly, 
quarterly, or yearly of its business to be divided 
among the persons who engage in that kind of 
transaction; and it makes a very little difference 
to them who a man is, they do not‘inquire what 
his particular persuasion may be, or what his 
alliances with A, B, and C; but is he an honest 
man, can he be trusted, has he got the credit due 
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to character, or has he got the credit due to cap- 
ital? If he has, his business is done. This sys- 
tem, on the other hand, is to organize a set of 
banks where the strings can be pulled here by the 
yarty in power. If they find that a bank has 
Lanna $50,000 to A, A being an obnoxious per- 
son to the individual in authority, the Comptroller 
of the Currency may write immediately, * Why 
did youaccommodate A with that $50,000? He is 
not a solvent man; you will ruin yourself, and 
the Comptroller of the Currency may be com- 
pelled to put you in liquidation and appointa re- | 
ceiver for you; that kind of business will not do.’ 
They will soon find out that they have got to | 
consult the head of the system here in Washing- 
ton, and they, like all moneyed institutions, will 
consult their own interests, and not put them- 
selves in the way of a power that may despoil 
them at any time and close up their business. 
The system makes every one of this multitudin- 
ous set of banks the agent of the Comptroller of 
the Currency and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the central power at Washington, to do their be- 
hests. If they cannot compel a discount, they 
can at least prevent one, and the business is to be 
conducted as they will. Money is always sub- 
servient to interest. It is in the very nature of 
the moneyed business. 

If you aggregate all these interests, so that they | 
are to be controlled at one place, there will be no | 
further use for Legislatures in your several States, 
no further use for a House of Representatives 
here or a Senate here, unless those Legislatures 
shall be appointed by the village banks, your 
Representatives by the district banks, and your 
Senators by the banking influence in the States; 
they will come here to represent that interest; but 
at) interest as large as that will swallow up all 
minor interests. Money has been always po- 
tential in securing office in this country, and it 
may be said that this is true of all countries. If 
the United States Bank, with its $30,000,000 and 
its few branches, could threaten to control, and 
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right has the Government to do this? It has no 
such right. 


rivate citizen. 
The effort has often been made on the part of 


It is an outrage on the rights of the |) 
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the Federal Congress to interfere with the pri- | 


stride toward the control of all the private busi- 
ness of the country. 
day, it may be suffered for a day, because un- 
fortunately in these times of great trial, when 
Senators should be alive to any question of public 
interest, when they should weigh every movement, 


when they should consider with great care every | 
public question, they are on the other hand found | 
rushing recklessly forward in the indorsement of | 


| any scheme that is offered by those at the head of 
| the Administration. ‘Their measures are not can- 
| vassed, they are not examined, they are not con- 
| sidered; but the time for consideration will come, 
and it will come before long, for after all the peo- 
ple of this country are the persons who will first 
| feel and then see these great evils that are to be 
| thrust upon them; and then those who have 
| invented them, those who have organized them, 
| those who have put them in motion, will be hurled 
| from their places of power, and if not forgotten 
| will only be remembered to be execrated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pomeroy 
| in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
| of the Senator from Ohio to the one hundred and 
ninth section of the bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
} —yeas 1], nays 25; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Conness, Harlan, Howard, 
| Lane of Kansas, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sumner, 
| Wide, and Wilson—11. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Col- 
| lamer, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
| Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harris, lendricks, Hicks, Johnson, 
| Lane of Indiana, Mc Dougall, Morgan, Powell, Richardson, 
| Van Winkle, and Willey—25. 


ABSENT — Messrs. Chandler, Harding, Henderson, 
Howe, Morrill, Nesmith, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, Ten 
| Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wright—13, 





did control, to a large extent, for some time, the 
legislation of the Federal Congress, and did con- 
trol the young talent of the country, what will 
a thousand branches and $300,000,000, or, per- 
chance, shortly $600,000,000 do? They willcontrol 
everything. It will bea farce for men to come here 
who can represent an independent community. 
I represent a community that ptobably never will 
be troubled with the incubus of bank paper cir- 
culation; that probably will be true of the coast 
which I represent; but what will be the use of 
persons coming here from my coast, representing 
an independent interest, when all around them 
they ae who represent the great money- 
ocracy of the Republic? 

It is proposed to drive outall the circulation of 
the State banks, to drive out all competition. As 
between business men engaged in business in the 
same place, it would be considered as outrageous 
if the one of largest capital should try to drive 
out all the small capitalists; for instance, if Alex- 
ander Stewart should try to drive out everybody 
else in New York engaged in his department of 
business, that he might monopolize it, would it 
not be regarded as a commercial outrage? Now, 
if we, with the power of the Federal Government 
used with a lavish and reckless hand, organize a 
system of banks, armed to make war onthe smaller 
institutions with the intent to force out of exist- 
ence the business of a body of men engaged ina 
lawful business, deprive all the persons connected 
with them in their business relations of the facili- 
ties they have received, and establish anew set cf 
relations under political authority throughout the 
country, can any just man attempt to justify it? 
Can any prudent man justify himself in promot- 
ing it? Itis a thing to be protested against. An 
individual who would undertake to do it because 
he had the power as against another individual, 
would be looked upon as guilty of an outrage as 
a business man and an outrage as an honorable 
man; and the Government with its power can 
claim no exemption from its particular want of 
individuality. The amount which the banks have 
of the Government currency, and the amount 
which they do business upon on Government ac- 
count, is not to be taxed byghe same ratio; but 
all the private capital that goes into this business 
is to be taxed. The Government is going to take, 
then, a higher ground, a safer place, a better busi- 
ness position than the individual capitalist. What 


| So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I wantto have a vote on 
the proviso to this one hundred and ninth section, 
and I do not know whether it is necessary to 
move to strike out the proviso as it is reported 
from the Committee on Finance. 


mittee to go on with their amendments ? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
pose of this subject. The proviso imposesa tax 
upon the issues of the State banks of three per 
cent. per annum over and above ninety per cent. 
upon their capital. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator state his amendment? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The proposition is to 
strike out the proviso to the one hundred and 
| ninth section, if it be necessary; but as that pro- 
viso was reported by the Committee on Finance 





tion will be upon its adoption. 
just one word upon that question. 
The State Bank of Indiana, by her charter, is 
allowed to issue beyond her capital in view of the 
safety that is secured by the other features of the 
charter to the bill-holders; and 1 do not think it 
is right for Congress in a tax bill to discriminate 
against these banks at all. The purpose of a tax 
bill ought to be to tax with a view to revenue 
alone, and not to drive from the field of circula- 
tion any portion of the circulation of the State or 
other banks. Inasmuch as this is the only dis- 


i wish to say 





crimination left in the bill against the State banks | 


and in favor of the national currency, I desirea 
vote upon this, and on that question I will call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What do you propose to 
strike out? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The whole proviso. The 
whole proviso relates to that subject. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 


the same subject. There can be no objection to 
our laying a tax on the banks, and we may im- 
pose it in such a manner as we see fit. A cireu- 


lation of ninety per cent. on their capital isdeemed || 
to be within the limit of safety, and that is the | 
There be- | 


limit imposed on the national banks. 
ing no discrimination in point of fact as to the 





It may be permitted for a | 


Mr. CLARK. WilltheSenator allow the com- 


I think we ought to dis- | 


as an amendment to the bill, 1 suppose the ques- | 


1 will simply say that | 


this is merely retaining a provision that existed | 
in the law passed two years ago with reference to | 


vate business of the country; but here is a giant || 











| will have the field. 
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amountof circulation that can be issued, this tax 
on circulation beyond the ninety per cent. will 


| have this effect: it will prevent this undue expan- 


sion, which is so injurious to the public interests; 
it will place the State and national banks upon 
precisely the same level, while it will have the 
effect to restrain the issue beyond ninety percent., 
because the national banks are limited to a circu- 
lation of ninety per cent., and it would not do to 
leave it as it stood in the bill. This proviso in 
its terms is not confined to the State banks, but 
covers the whole. I have no doubt not only of 
the value but of the imperative necessity of such 
& provision. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to say in reply 
to the Senator that this does not place them upon 
terms of equality with the national institutions, 
for the reason that the basis of the banking of 
the national institutions is the bonds of the Gov-- 
ernment which pay six per cent. in coin, equal 
now to nearly twelve per cent. of interest upon 
the investment. The national banks buy these 
bonds with the Treasury notes. A thousand 
dollars of Treasury notes will pay for a $1,000 
bond. Upon that investment of $1,000, the na- 
tional banks secure from the national ‘Treasury 
what is equivalent in currency to nearly twelve 
per cent. Then upon that the issues are made. 

But the State banks are required, according to 
their charters, to keep in their vaults enough 
money, gold and silver, and under the present 
legislation of Congress perhaps Treasury notes, 
to meet the demands of the bill-holders, what- 
ever those demands may be. Our charters re- 
quire a dead capital as security for the bill-hold- 
ers in the vaults, while the national bank system 
requires a capital that pays nearly twelve per 
cent. interest. In order to make aState banking 
system profitable they must issue more than 
ninety per cent. of their capital. At ninety per 
cent. alone, they could make no profits, while 
the national system could make large profits in 


| view of the interest that is paid to them upon 
| their bonds in gold and silver. 


I think the committee is right in the main in 
saying that there ought to be no distinctions. 
When you come to tax the circulation, whether 
the circulation is by a State bank or a national 
bank, let the tax be equally imposed, and put it 
upon everybody, and then it is fair, and leave 
these institutions to struggle for the field as they 
may. ‘That institution which gets the best credit 
Do that, and if the national 
bank system is best, it will by force of its better 
credit drive this other currency out of the field; 
but if it is not the best it cannot do it; and then 
by arbitrary legislation we ought not to do it. | 
appeal to the Senator to let this principle of equal- 
ity of taxation apply throughout the whole bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Indiana that the 
amendment proposed by him is not strictly in 
order. The Senate having agreed to this proviso 
in Committee of the Whole it is hardly proper 
while the bill is in committee to move to strike 
it out. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I did not know a vote 
had been taken upon it. Has it been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole, and it can- 
not be stricken out while we are in Committee of 


| the Whole, but it can be reached when the bill 


is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Very well. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is so; but I will 
answer now what the Senator has said, and it 
will save both of us the necessity of explauation 
hereafter. 

The Senator carries my language further than 
I intended it should go. When I said we meant 
to place them on an equality | meant an equality 
with reference to the tax we imposed. So faras 
other things aré concerned, I for one, and I take 
it the majority of the committee would desire that 
the distinction that arises from the different po- 
sition of the banks under the bank bill should be 
such as would induce the State banks to come into 
the national system entirely. They can avail 


| themselves at any time by that bill of all the ad- 


| vantages of which the Senator has spoken if they 


choose to come into the national system; and | 
for one am glad that the national system has the 
advantages spoken of, for I hope it will have that 


| effect. ° 
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| will go further and say that while 1 was op- | thority to issue beyond the ninety per cent. and 


posed at present to imposing these heavy duties | 


or any very beavy discriminating tax upon the 
banka, my view of it with reference to that 
matter was only temporary. I wish to give them | 


, without being unduly burdened, to exer- || 


cise their privilege of winding up without affect- 
jog lhe business of the Community by withdraw- | 
} their circulation too rapidly, or being forced 


to do it before these national banks can get into | 
opersuion, and thus give them the opportunity, 
having an understanding that they should do so, 
to come into the national system. If they do not 
choose to do itorto take any steps with reference 
to it, but are disposed to hold on to their present 
system, the ume may come Ww hen | might »e will- 
ing to impose diseriminating axes upon them if 
the public good required it. 


My view of it, therefore, is confined and lim- ! 


ited by the circumstances of the time and the ne- 
cessilies of the ume,and treating them fairly and 
giving them time within which toact. In that, 
however, Lapeak simply formyself. Iflamina 
position 40 give a vole on the subject, unless I 

hange my views with reference to it, which all 
men may do, if this npauonal bank system works 
well, if iLapproves itself to the community, I shall 
be prepared to say that within a reasonable lime 
that shall be the only currency of the country in 
the shane of bank paper. 

Mr. JOLINSON. As differ from the honor- 
able member ftom Maine, l rise 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion before the Senate at this time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, The whole bill, | suppose, 
is before the Senate. As I differ from the hon- | 
orable member from Maine, itis proper that I 
should state very succinctly the grounds of that 
difference. 

The taxing power of the United States cannot 
be questioned, but it isa power given exclusively 
for the purpose of raising revenue, except so far | 
as it relates to the use which may be made of the | 
power for the protection of domestic manufac- 
tures; and even as to that, as the Senate are 
aware, there has existed, and still exists, very | 
contradictory opinions. Some have supposed, | 
and | concur in that view, that under the taxing 
power, the power to lay imposts and duties, tt 
may be exerted for the very purpose of protect- 





ing manufactures, and if the protection cannot be | 


accomplished except by prohibiting the importa- 
tion of similar articles from abroad, it.may be 


up to the wholeextent of the limitation of the char- 


|| ter, Congress is virtually changing the charter, 








laid wath that view. Others have supposed that | 
although it may be used for the purpose of pro- | 
tecting domestic manufactures, that result is to be 
affected only incidentally; the object still must 
be in the imposition of the tax to collect revenue. 
But with the exception of that use of the taxing 
power I had supposed the true construction of | 
the Constitution in that particular was that the 
power must be exerted for the purpose of raising 
revenue alone. 
it is true that the motive which may influence | 
Congress in passing a law of this description can- 
not be inquired into in any judicial proceeding, 
and if in a judicial proceeding the court should be 


My friend sees that aod he thinks that the inter- 


come into that system; but his purpose is, if they 
| fail from a motive of interest to adopt the national 
| system, to compel them to do it or to go out of 
existence so far as hecan accomplish the purpose 
by the taxing power, or by going even further 
than the taxing power, if 1 understand him cor- 
rectly, by denying them the right to issue any 
circulation at all. I may be mistaken, but I do 
not see under what power Congress can go to that 
extent, provided it be true that the States have the 
authority to establish banking institutions with 
| the power to issue a banking circulation. 
The opposite of that opinion stated by my 


| friend from Ohio [Mr, Suermay] in the speech 


to which we listened yesterday is not, as [ think, 
to be consylered an open question. [tis true that 
ia the beginning of the Government doubts were 
| entertained whether the States possessed the 
power to establish banks of circulation so as to 
| make that circulation money; but that doubt 
arose, not,as my friend from Ohio supposes, from 
the existence of the power in Congress to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof, but be- 
cause of the prohibition upon the States to issue 
bills of credit. It was supposed by very weil- 


|| judging men, men of ‘large experience and great 


ability, that a bank note issued under the author- 
ity of a State by a company chartered by aSiate 


within the prohibition; but that idea has long 
been surrendered asa tenable one. 

The Supreme Court of the United States—I 
speak from recollection, but I know that I am 
| right—in the case of Craig vs. Missouri, reported 
| in 4 Peters, held that in that particular case 
what was done by Missouri was in violation of 
the prohibition upon Missouri to issue bills of 
_credit only because of the particular cireum- 
| stances and what the suitor proposed to do in that 
ease. But in the case of Briscoe vs. The State 
Bank of Kentucky, reported in 11 Peters, the 
court deeided that it was in the power of Ken- 
tucky to establish a bank literally belonging to 
the. State, having a capital altogether belonging 
to the State, and to authorize it to issue bank 
bills. They decided that those bills were not bills 
of credit, and consequently that they did not fall 
within the restriction. Mr. Justice Story ex- 


|| pressed a dissenting opinion. The case was first 


argued before the Supreme Court during the life- 
time of Chief Justice Marshall, and held under 
advisement. It was argued. again when the 
decision was pronounced, after the Chief Justice 
ceased to adorn that tribunal and shed luster upon 
| our country. Mr. Justice Story in pronouncing 
| his opinion said that in that opinion he had the 
| concurrence of Chief Justice Marshall. But from 
| that day to this the question is supposed to have 
been settled as to the meaning of the words * bills 


|| of credit’? as used in the Constitution, and as not 


| prohibiting a State to issue in a bank of its own, 


of opinion that the limitation upon the power is | setting aside funds for the purpose of meeting 


a limitation which confines Congress to its exer- 
cise for the purpose of revenue, the court would 
conclude that that was the purpose in any and 
every case in which Congress might think proper 
to Impose the tax, unless it thought proper in the 
law imposing the tax to state its real purpose. | 
understand my friend from Maine (for whoseopin- | 
ions On questions of this description, particularly 
such of them as are constitutional, | have the 
greatest possible respect) to say that so far as he 
1s coneerned he would be willing, unless the 
banks should proceed hereafter to adopt such a 
course as he thinks is for the benefit of the coun- 
iry at large, to force them by taxation inte the 
adoption of that course; and he says that thedis- 
crimination which the bill proposes as against the 
State banks in taxing their surplus of carculation 
beyond ninety per cent. is made for the very par- 
pose of forciug them to reduce their circulation to 
ninely per cent. 

In my view—and that of course the argument 
assumes to be a correct statement of the fact—if 
the charter of a State bank authorizes the bank 
to issue more than ninety per cent. Congress has 
no authority to interfere with it, because to the 
extent of any interference which reduces the au- 








the notes to be used in the community as money; 
| but simply 
| Mr. DAVIS. Will the honorable Senator per- 
| mit me a moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state that the case. from 
Kentueky to which he refers was the case of 
| Briscoe against the Bank of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky; that that bank was established 
wholly upon the. credit of the State, and never 
peetetibed to redeem its notes in specie, and was 
not redeeming its notes WY specie at the time at 
whieh the controversy originated to which he 
has referred. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know; and that madeiia 
_ stronger case. Even in relation to a bank of that 
description owned by the State of Kentucky, and 
whose notes were not redeemable in specie, the 
majority of the court held that the prolbition did 
not extend to notes issued under such an au- 
|thority. Uf my friend from Ohio, if he has not 
| had occasion recently to recur to it, will turn to 
the first volume of Story’s Commentaries upon 
the Constitution of the United States he will find 
a note stating that although the learned comment- 
ator was inclined to believe that Mr. Justice 











was virtually a bill of credit, and fell therefore | 
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est which these banks will have in adopting the | 
national bank system will be such that they will | 
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| Story was right when the question was a new 
| one, yet in his judgment the quesuon was put at 
| rest by the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
case of Briscoe and the Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky. In Story’s Commentaries on the Consti- 
tution he again repeats his doubt whether, as a 
| new question, the State could have had a right or 
had a right to authorize paper to be issued at all 
for the purpose of being used as money, and ap+ 
pealed to the authority of a speech made by Mr. 
Webster in this body not many years ago, before 
| the Commentaries were written, and to a commu- 
nication made by Mr. Webster when he was in 
the Administration. But Chancellor Kent says 
that the authority against such a proposition was 
much greater than the authorities relied upon by 
the commentator, being the authority of Hamil- 
ton, who,as he showed, recognized the right and 
authority of the States notwithstanding the Con- 
| stitution of the United States to authorize the issue 
| of State bank paper. 
| If it be true that the power exists in the States 
| to establish State banks and to give to those banks 
| the power to establish acurrency, then that power 
| is just as much outof the sphere of congressional 
aeons as any other power which the States may 
ave reserved to them or not surrendeted by the 
Constitution. 1 think, therefore, certainly with 
very sincere respect, that the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance is mistaken in 
| his constitational law. Whether we should have 
the power is not a question to be considered when 
we are called upon to decide whether we have 
the power. If it be really doubtful whether the 
power exists—doubtful as an original question, 
doubtful as a question at this day, notwithstand- 
ing the judicial decisions which have been pro- 
nounced on the subject—then the policy of the 
power, the necessity of the power would go a 
great way, or rather,as I think, should goa great 
way, in causing us to solve the doubt so as to en- 
| able us to subserve the public interests. But in 
the view which 1 take there is no doubt; and if 
there is no doubt, then the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States have no authority to mterfere on this 
question. ; 

Mr. President, the propriety of this banking 
system is not now before us. The question, as 
| stated by the chairman in his interruption for a 
| moment of the honorable Senator from California, 
was perfectly correct. The propriety of that sys- 
tem is not a question involved in thisdebate. ‘he 
system was adopted before, and so far as the 
Senate have thought it should be altered, the Sen- 
ate have altered it. Some of their amendments 
and alterations have beeu assented to by the House 
of Representatives; some have been rejected; and 
the subject is now before a committee of confer- 
ence. One of the amendments suggested by the 
Senate was, that the States should have the right 
of taxing these national banks. I hope that that 
may be the final result. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Taxing the shares? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. But if it should 
not be the result, as it seems to me the opposite 
decision will have a very material bearing upon 
a proper decision of the question which is now be- 
fore us: shall the State banks be taxed, and if 
they shall be taxed to what extent shall they be 
taxed? Iftaxation with reference to both systems 
| of banking is te go on pari passu, or, in other 

words, if the United States is to have the right, 
| as she certainly has, of taxing the State banks, 
| and the States are to have the right of taxing the 
| United States banks, or the shares in the United 
States banks, then the taxation may be made 
| equal, ag it is in this instance with the exception 
| which has been spoken of. Butif you deny to 
the States the right to tax the national banks, it 
may become a very important question whether 
you will exercise your right to tax the State 
banks. That question canvotarise until we know 
what may be the determination of Congress upon 
the particular question which is now in abeyance. 

One word more,and I shail have done. I have 
heard upon more occasions than one in debate 
some doubt expressed whether the country will 
be able to meet the debt which it is incurring; 
even whether it will be able to meet the existing 
debt, the one incugred; and still greater doubt 
whether it will be able to meet any increase of 
that debt. I have heard, therefore, repudiation 
spoken of, not in clear terms, but ambiguously 
given out. With all deference to t},ose who may 
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have such apprehensions, I submit whether it is 
proper at this time to announce them. The an- 
nouncement of our inability to pay the national 
debt strikes at the credit of the Government more 
fatally than any other one thing of which I can 
conceive. The momentit is supposed to be prob- 
able, and it may be supposed probable when Sen- 
ators or members of the other House express a 
belief that the end will come, that the Govern- 
ment will not be able to meet its engagements, 
you inflict a wound that will tell at once, and tell 
more fatally from hour to hour and from day to 
day, as that doubt may be made to fasten itself 
upon the public judgment. 

Sir, I entertain no suchdoubt. Be the war on 
our part successful or unsuccessful, terminate it 
now or terminate it a year hence, and this debt, 
of a magnitude almost appalling looked at by 
ifself, may still be met, the public honor pre- 
served, the name of the nation saved, and not only 
its name and honor preserved and saved, but 
made to be higher by the ability which it will ex- 
hibit and may exhibit that itis capable to meet | 
even the gigantic expenses necessary to carry on 
the gigantic war in which we are engaged for the 
purpose of saving thelife of the nation. Looked 
at by itself, considered only arithmetically, it is 
a burden hard to be borne; but look away from 
it, look at the resources of the nation, look at the 
enterprise of our people, look at our magnificent 
domain, look at the invention and the patriotism 
of our people, see what we are now doing and 
how we are now apparently prospering, and | 
submit there is no well grounded fear but that the 
nation will be able to emerge from this war, 
whether it succeeds in restoring the Union, asl 
doubt not it will, or whether it fail, greater even 
than it was before the attempt to dissolve it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not mean to enter 
into a discussion of constitutional principles, or 
to cite cases. I think it is a little too late to do 
anything of that sort, especially on a bill of this 
kind. The Senator misunderstood me entirely. 
He must have misunderstood me, for he never 
misrepresents anybody. He says just what | 
said: Congress has an undoubted right to tax 
State banks just as it pleases and as much as it 
pleases. That he assumes. That is true; I said 
that myself; and I said that for myself | would 
exercise that power if it became necessary to ac- 
complish a great national purpose. The Senator 
admits further, (what every lawyer knows,) that 
when we exercise a constitutional power our 
motives may be what they please; the courts never 
look into them; and therefore they do not affect 
the question. Thatis all Lwant. The question 
of constitutionality does not arise either directly 
or indirectly, or even remotely in any shape or 
form, and therefore all such discussions are out 
of place. ; 

What I meant to say was—and I repeat it for 
fear of being misunderstood—that at present I see 
no occasion to exercise the discriminating power, 
and at present | think it would be unwise to do 
it to any considerable extent, because I think too 
great stringency would affect injuriously the busi- 
ness of the country. 1 will say moreover that I 
agree with the honorable Senator from Ohio that 
these two systems cannot long exist together; 
one must yield to the other for the good of the 
community and the good of the currency of the 
country, but you cannot make violent changes. 
At present the national bank system has hardly 
gone into operation; the capital is very small; we 
must give some time for the community to ac- 
commodate itself to it. 1 would give the time 
necessary; and if it shall be found after giving 
that time that the national bank system, as it is 
called, is a success, succeeds well, if it be found 
to be good and’ strong and that it has fastened it- 
self upon the confidence of the community, then 
will be the time to act with reference to the other 
question, and we shall not have acted hastily. 

How | should act in such an emergency one 

ear hgnce or two years hence or three years | 

rence would depend upon the state of things at 
that time. When the time comes we act accord- 
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ing to the necessities of the case as they present 
themselves. If it shall then be found that hereis 
a national system which is beneficial and useful 
in itself and ought to go into operation for the 
benefit of the currency of the country, and the 
State banks stand in its way after having had 
ample notice and time to accommodate their busi- 
ness to it, then will be the time for more stringent 
measures, and if the good of the country shall 
require it I shall not hesitate to apply those meas- 
ures either in the shape of increased taxation, or, 
if that will not accomplish the purpose, in the 
shape of prohibition. Whether that time will 
come or not, whether events will illustrate the 
necessity of that we must wait to see. I trust all 
of us who shall have the privilege or the burden 
of acting upon such questions will be wise enough 
at that time to act according to the necessities of 
the case as it presents itself. 

This, gir, is what I meant to say before. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator has certainly 
stated me incorrectly. I did say that the motive 
of Congress or of an individual member of Con- 
gress in passing a law for exerting a power which 
they have aright to exert is a matter which can- 
not be questioned; but it is a very different mat- 
ter when we are here ourselvegyto decide what is 
the limitation upon our power. We are as much 
bound to adhere to the Constitution as the courts, 
and we are just as much violating the Constitu- 
tion of the United States if we do, in the execu- 
tion of the particular power, what the power was 
not granted to accomplish, as the courts would 
do if they sanctioned it. What I said was this: 
that if the purpose stated by the Senator from 
Maine was placed in the preamble to the bill, that 
that would raise the question whether the Con- 
gress had the power of taxing to accomplish that 
purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
should not put it there. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; of course you would 
not put it there. Then if. that purpose is not to 
be put there because that purpose would, in the 
judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, be unconstitutional, do we not violate the 
Constitution if we act upon the purpose? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is arguing 
a case of individual conscience, not of law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; | mean the conscience 
of every member of the Senate, the conscience of 
Congress. That iswhat I mean. I cannot make 
it plainer, it seems to me. If we have not the 
power, under the taxing power, of putting an end 
to State banks, then we ought not to exert it. 
We do not gef clear of the difficulty by failing to 
state that we do exert it with that view. 

Mr.CLARK. | offered last evening an amend- 
ment in regard to tobacco. I will withdraw that 
amendment now if the Senate pleases, because 
there are some parties who are desirous to con- 
verse with me further about it before it is offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the bill—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I will ask the courtesy of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I propose to 
amend the section that is under consideration. 

Mr. CLARK. I think the Senator had better 
let the committee go on with their amendments. 
He can offer his amendment afterwards. 


If I drafted the bill I 


this time. 

Mr. CLARK. 1 am moving amendments for 
the committee. The amendments which I shall 
offer may be considered as amendments that have 
been agreed upon by the committee, and I offer 
them in behalf of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 desire to make this suggestion: 
I do not want to forfeit my right to offer an 
amendment to the section that has been under 
consideration. If I have it at any time it will 
suit me just as well to offer it hereafter as now. 

Mr. OLARK. The Senator will have just as 
much right to offer it in the future asnow. Ido 





Mr. DAVIS. Certainly; but I did not know | 
that the Senator was acting in that capacity at | 


not desire that he shoyld forfeitthat right. Lf he 
fears that he is in danger of forfeiting it, | will 
give way; but I do not understand that there is 
any such danger. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
right. 

Mr. CLARK. On page 226, | move to strike 
out the proviso in lines sixty-seven, sixty-eight, 
sixty-nine, and seventy, and to insert what | shall 
send to the Chair instead of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [call the attention of the 
Senator from Michigan to this change. 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes, sir; I have my eye 

on it. 
The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out the following proviso: 


Provided, That so far as this act relates to friction or 
lucifer matches made in part of wood, or to cigar lights or 


wax tapers, the same shail not take effect until the Let day 
of August, 1864. 


And to insert: 
Provided, That the stamp duties kerein provided for on 


I merely wanted to preserve my 


friction or lucifer matches made in part of wood, or on cigar 


lights or wax tapers, shall not be imposed until the Ist day 
of September, 1864; but until that time the tax shall be 
assessed and collected as heretofore; and on and after said 
Ist day of September every package or parcel sold by any 
person, firm, company, or corporation shall be stamped as 
herein required. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to know what 
is the reason of that postponement. 

Mr. CLARK. The reason is this: that it re- 
quires some time for the parties to dispose of the 
stock that ison hand. It could not be disposed 
of under the provision which the committee re- 
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ported originally, because a great many of the 
matches are packed and cannot be stamped unless 
they are repacked, and many of them have been 
sold. Thecommittee have concluded to give them 
until the Ist of September to dispose.of the stock 
on hand and to get their machinery ready for the 
new preparation, Then, after that time, on what- 
ever package is made by any person, no matter 
whom, the stamp will be required. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire whether he will not also consent 
to exempt the manufactured stock which is on 
hand then; that is, on the Ist of September? 

Mr. CLARK, No; that would not do, [ will 
state to the Senator from Michigan, because if we 
did that they would go on from this time until 
then manufacturing them; they would employ 
the three or four months to come in manufactur- 
ing a stock to have on hand at that time which 
would be sold under the old law. We give them 
this time simply to enable them to get rid of what 
they have on hand, and we require them, if they 
manufacture and have on hand anything at that 
time, to place the stamp upon it. 

Mr. HOWARD. That Lunderstand to bean 
amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. CLARK. This is an amendment of the 
committee on consideration of the various objecs 
tions that were made to the other provision. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I willstate to the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan that it relieves them 
of all the difficulties that they urged, while atthe 
same time it prevents them ion accumulating a 
large stock at the time this tax goes into opera- 
tion. 

Mr. HOWARD. I see the effect. 

Mr. CLARK. We found great difficulty in 
fixing it so that they should not continue to man- 
ufacture and escape the tax and at the same time 
relieve the matter of the objections that were made 
to it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I think I should have con- 
curred with the committee if I had been on the 
committee in regard to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. I move further to amend the 
bill on page 135, section ninety-three, line two 
hundred and nineteen, by inserting after the word 
**books’”’ the words ‘‘and on photographs so 
| small in size that a stamp cannot be afhxed,a 
| duty of five per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest whether it would 
| not be a simpler tax to amend that clause so as 
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to read, ‘On photographs or any other sun pic- 





ture, a duty of five per cent. ad valorem,”’ strik- | 


ing out the intermediate words, ‘** being copies of 
engravings or works of art, or used for the illus- 
” ‘That, of course, would re- 
quire the striking out of the provision on page 
226. It seems to me that there is an unnecessary 
complication here in conpection with rather a 
small matter. If the committee have considered 
this matter and its details, | should not set my 
knowledge of the subject or the conversations | 
have had with persons interested in it against 
their conclusions; but I was led to believe that 
in this case, as in most others, the preferable tax 
was that which was the simplest in form; and I 
doubt the expediency of the exceptional tax here 
on a particular kind of photograph. I should 
suggest, therefore, as I said in the beginning, one 
single tax on all photographs, not going into any 
question of detail. 
restion thatis all I propose to do. 

Mr. CLARK. ‘The committee have given their 
attention, and a good deal of attention, to this 
matter. As the bill came to us from the House 
of Representatives, photographs were taxed by 
stamps; and that is probably the simplest way in 
which they can be taxed. But then it was repre- 
sented to the committee, and the committee pro- 
vided for the case, that there were photographs, 
or sun pictures, as they are sometimes called, 
which are copies of engravingsand works of art, 
that are sold as low as three and one half cents a 


tration of books. 


card, and to imposea tax on them like other card | 


photographs would be onerous uponthem. We 
then made the provision which stands in lines two 


hundred and seventeen, two hundred andeighteen, | 


and two hnndred and nineteen, to exempt that 
class of cases. Then it was again represented to 
us that there are photographs made so small as 
memorials and mementoes, to put into lockets, 
that you cannot put a stamp upon them. We 
have concluded to exempt those also, and put 
them under the ad valorem clause. But, let me 
say to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
this is not a small matter in the way of revenue. 
3y the stamp wé@ can get a great deal of revenue 
without its being onerous. I desire to have the 
amendment which | have now moved adopted, and 
then I shall move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the Senate struck out the stamp duty the 
other day, so as to leave the stamp duty as it 
stood. ‘The committee, on more mature consijd- 
eration, think it should remain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. I now move to reconsider the 
vote of the Senate, by which the clause com- 
mencing at line seventy-one and ending at line 
seventy-nine, on page 226, was stricken out. We 
struck out all the stamp duty on photographs. 
I desire to have it restored. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. I now move to amend that 
clause in the seventy-second line, by striking out 
the words ** copies of engravings and works of 
art,’? and inserting the words ‘as hereinbe- 
fore provided;”’ so that it will read: 

Photographs, ambrotypes, daguerreotypes, or any sun 
pictures, except as hereinbefore provided, upon each and 
every picture of which the retail price shall not exceed 
twenty-five cents, two cents; exceeding the retail price 
ot twenty-five cents, and not exceeding the sum of fifty 
conts, three cents; exceeding the retail price of fifty cents, 
and not exceeding one dollar, five cents ; exceeding the 


retail price of one dollar, for every additional dollar or 
fractional part thereof, five cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before we pass from that 
subject, allow me to ask the Scnator if it does 
not leave copies of engravings or works of art 
with the smallest tax? 

Mr. CLARK. It leaves them with the ad 
valorem tax of five per cent. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was going to observe that 
some of the most valuable photographs would fall 
under that clause as “copies of engravings or 
works of art.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. That may be very true; but 
they are sold generally very cheap, and there is 
no other way of distinguishing them. You can 
buy them at the rate of three and a half cents. 
The committee found it necessary to make that 
amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 

Mr. CLARK. On page 22, section twenty- 
two, lines two and eet Yat to strike out the 


But when | make the sug- | 








_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





' words “* from the date of their appointment;”’ so || one, line five, after the word ‘ paid’’ 1 move to 


that it will read: 
That there shall be allowed and paid to the several! as- 


| sessors a salary of $1,500 per annum, &c. 
It is necessary to strike out these words on ac- 
countof the amendment made last night allowing | 
| them to have their appointments under the old | 
| law, otherwise they would get the increased sal- | 








aoenpenan and sale. 


| been paid, it has been removed. 
| pay the tax until they remove or sell it. 


‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


ary from the date of their appointment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. On page 59, section fifty-four, 
line fourteen, after the word * gallon,’’ I move to 
insert these words: 

And all spirits which may be in the possession of the dis- 


| tiller on either the Ist day of June, October, or January 
| aforesaid, no duty having been paid thereon, shall be held 
| and treated as if distilled on each of those days respectively. 


Mr. GRIMES. What is the effect of that 
amendment? 

Mr. CLARK. The effect of it is to prevent 
their evading the tax on all that portion of liquor 
which they may have on hand and distilled, but 


which they have not sold or removed for con- | 
As the bill now stands that | 
d not fall under either class; it will be dis- | 
' tilled but not removed, so that it cannot be taxed | 


wou 


without this provision. . 
Mr. JOHNSON. I understand this amend- 
ment does not interfere with the decision of the 


| Senate not to tax liquor on hand. 


Mr. CLARK. Not atall. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding the words “ if the tax has 
not been paid. thergon.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Of course if the tax has 
They do not 


suggest to the Senator from Indiana that the words 


| he proposes to insert are already in the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. CLARK. The object of my amendment 
is only to guard against an evasion of the law. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 wish to ask the Sena- 
tor whether, if the distiller desires to pay the tax 
the day before on all the stock that is in his es- 
tablishment, he may do so,and thereby avoid the 
increase on those days? 

Mr. CLARK. He may, and it would not fall 
within this provision, because the duty would 
have been paid. 

Mr. COWAN. This is to supply a casus omis- 
sus in the law. 

Mr. CLARK. That is all. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. On page 65, section fifty-nine, 
line six, | move to insert after the word ‘* pre- 
scribe’? the words **and such warehouse;’’ so 
that it will read: 

That the owner or owners of any distillery or oil refinery 


| may provide, at his or their own expense, a warehouse es- 
| tablished in conformity with such regulations as the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury may prescribe ; and such warehouse, 
when approved by the collector, is hereby declared a bonded 
warehouse, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. On page 86, section seventy- 
six, tine twenty-eight, the committee desire to 
strike out the words ‘‘ at auction,’’ in the amend- 
ment reported from the committee which has been 
nbegted.. They should not be in there, in the 
opinion of the committee, and they desire to have 
them stricken out. I suppose by unanimous con- 
sent that amendment can be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. On page 98, section seventy- 
eight, line two hundred and seventy-nine, after 
the word ‘‘ auctioneers,’’ | move to insert the 
words ‘*whose annual sales do not exceed $10,000, 
shal! pay ten dollars for each license; auctioneers 
whose annual sales exceed $10,000;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 

Auctioneers whose annual sales do not exceed $10,000 
shall pay ten doliars for each license ; auctioneers whose 
annual sales exceed $10,000 shall pay twenty dollars for 
each license. 

This amendment divides the auctioneers into 
two classes, according to the amount of their sales. 
itis thought that we may obtain more revenue 
by allowing the auctioneers to pay a smaller li- 
cénse in case their sales were small; that there 
would be more of them in some of the small towns. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 


Mr. CLARK. On page 125, section ninety- 


i} 


insert the words ‘* with the knowledge thereof;”’ 
so that it will read: 


That if any person other than the manufacturer shall 
sell, or consign, or remove for sale, or part with the pos- 
session of any manufactured tobaceo, stemmed tobacco, 
snuff, or cigars, upon which the duties imposed by law 
have not been paid, with the knowledge thereof, such per- 
son shall be liable to a penalty of $100 for each and every 


|| offense. 


| 
| 








The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. On page 146, section ninety- 
three, line four hundred and eighty-one, in the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Finance and adopted by the Senate, the commit- 
tee desire to strike out the word * paid.”’ It now 
reads, ** and the tax paid thereon, with the name 
of the manufacturer.’? The tax may be paid or 
itmay not. That amendment may be made by 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. On the same page, line four 
hundred and ninety-four, I desire to make the 
same amendment, to strike out the word “ paid.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made. 

_Mr. CLARK. On page 149, at the end of sec- 
tion ninety-six, I move to insert the following: 

That all manufactures and productions on which a duty 
was imposed by either of the acts repealed by this act 
which shall be in the possession of the manufacturer or 
producer, or of his agent or agents at the place of manu- 
facture on the day when this act takes effect, the duty im- 
posed by said former act not having been paid shall be held 
and deemed to have been manufactured or produced after 
said date; and whenever, by the terms of this act, a duty 
is imposed upon any articles, goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise manufactured or produced, upon which no duty was 
paid by either of said former acts, it shall apply only to 
such as are manufactured or produced on or atter the day 
when this act takes effect, and to such as are manufactured 
or produced and not removed from the place of manufac- 
ture or production prior to that act. 

This amendment relates to manufactures, and 
it provides that manufactures which have been 
manufactured, but on which no duty has been 
paid and that have not been removed on the day 
this act takes effect, shall be taxed by this act, 
but up to the time of its passage they shall not; 
so that they shall not escape the tax in the same 
way in which the whisky escaped it. __, 

he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. On page 151, section ninety- 
eight, line nineteen, after the word *‘ any”’ | move 
to insert the words ‘* merchandise, produce, or,”’ 
so as to make it correspond with the amendment 
made by the committee in the fourth line of that 
section. The proviso will then read: 


That any person, firm, or company licensed as a broker 
or banker who shall sell or offer to sell any merchandise, 
produce, or gold or silver bullion, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. On page 13, section fourteen, 
line thirty-seven, I move to strike out the word 
‘* reside’’ and to insert the words “‘ have taxable 
property ;”’ sothat it will read: 

It shall be the duty of the assessor or assistant assessor 


of the district within which such persons shall have taxable 
property to enter into and upon the premises, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. Those are all the amendments 
that [ propose at the present time in behalf of the 
committee, 

Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the billon 
page 127, section ninety-three, line fourteen, by 
inserting after the words ‘* dust coal”? the words 
‘*and coal mined and used exclusively for the 
distillation of coaloil.’? The billasit now stands 
taxes the coal out of which this coal oil is made; 
the oil also is taxed. That should not be. It was 
the intention of the committee of the House of 
Representatives, as I understand, to exempt it, 
but somehow it was omitted. The clause now 
reads: 

On mineral coals, except such as are known in the trade 
as pea coal and dust coal, a duty of five cents per ton. 

I desire to make an exception of the coal that 
is used forthe manufacture of thisoil. It is evi- 
dently proper that it should be done. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. I hope that amendment 
will not be made. We have already made a dis- 
tinction of five cents between the oil that is made 
from coal and the oil that is made from petroleum. 
That is distinction enough, and is really more 
than enough, and’ the amount of that was fixed 
larger than it otherwise would have been to ac- 
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commodate the gentlemen in Kentucky and West 
Virginia that the Senator represents in relation to 
this manufacture. There is no duty on the coal 
unless it is sold, If they choose to mine their 
coal and turn it into oil, it is all for their benefit. 
I trust therefore that thege will be no distinction | 
of this kind made. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. POWELL. I have another amendment | 
to propose. It is on page 129, section ninety- | 
three, line seventy, to strike out the word “ fif- | 
teen’? and insert * twelve.’? That clause now | 
reads as follows: 

Provided, That such oil, refined and produced by the dis- | 
tillation of coal, asphaltum or shale, exclusively, shall be 
subject to pay a duty of fifteen cents per gallon, anything 
to the contrary notwithstanding. . 

I desire to have ‘‘fifteen’”’ stricken out and 
‘twelve’ inserted. When this bill was before 
the House of Representatives the Committee of 
Ways and Means reported in favor of a duty of 
fifteen cents a gallon upon oil produced from coal, 
and twenty cents upon that produced from petro- 
leum. The House of Representatives raised the | 
tax on that produced from petroleum to thirty 
cents, and this other to fifteen cents. They af- | 
terwards struck out thirty cents and inserted 
twenty cents, but neglected to reduce the other | 
duty of fifteen cents to twelve cents, It is evi- 
denuy proper that the reductionshould be made. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope it will not be 
made. When the committee of the House of | 
Representatives reported that duty of twelve cents 
on the oil produced from coal they reported a 
duty of fifteen cents on the other, making a dif- 
ference of three cents. In the course of the ar- 
rangement that was made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives it was left with a distinction of five || 
cents in favor of the manufacturers of oil from | 
coal, thus increasing the difference between the 
two to five cents instead of three cents. ‘That 
was done, as I have stated, at the express and par- 
ticular wishof the gentlemen from Kentucky, as 
I understand it, who represented that the distinc- 
tion should be greater than it was.,.1 suppose 
the difference of three cents would hayebeen sat- 
isfactory, if nothing better could be got, to all the 
other manufacturers of oil in the country; that is 
to say, those who manufacture in the eastern 
States; but it was finally allowed to stand as it 
is. ‘The manufacturers of petroleum have been 
very anxious to put it back to the old difference 
of three cents a gallon; but the Committee on 
Finance concluded from the statements made to 
them that on the whole it was better to leave it 
as it was,and have no further discussion about 
it, to let the duty stand at twenty cents and fif- 
teen cents. The articles will bear those rates, and 
a distinction of five cents is ample between the 
two. | trustthe amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not understand the facts 
in regard to this tax as the Senator does. I have 
been informed that the Committee of Ways and 
Means reported a tax of twenty cents and twelve 
cents respectively on this oil. The House of Rep- | 
resentatives raised the tax on the oil produced 
from petroleum from twenty to thirty cents and 
raised this other tax to fifteen cents. Subsequently 
it reduced the tax on petroleum oil from thirty to | 
twenty cents, but in reducing the one it did not | 
reduce the other, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. None of them asked of 
us more than a difference of five cents. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator is a little mis- 
taken in that. My colleague in the House of 
Representatives who represents this district a8ked 
me to have it reduced from fifteen to twelve cents. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I speak of what the gen- 
tleman who came before the committee with the 
Senator asked for. 

Mr. POWELL. I think this amendment ought 
to be made. I think it was the intention of the 
committee of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on 
Finance think not. The committee think the dis- 
tunction is as great as it ought to be between the 
two. 

Mr. COWAN. I will further remark that the 
discrimination is now more favorable to those who 
distill oil from coal than it was under the old law. 
Under the old law there was a tax of eight cents | 
upon coal oil, and ten cemts upon petroleum. That | 
Was twenty-five per cent. in favorof the coal oil. | 





| 















oil. 


| 
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cents upon petroleum, making a discrimination of 


thirty-three and one third per cent, That, we 
thought, was sufficient for their protection, con- 
sidering the difficulties in the manufacture of coal 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. POWELL. I! have been a little unfortu- | 
nate in my amendments; but I will propose an- 
other, which | hope will meet the approval of the | 
It is to 
insert as a new section: 

ind be wt further enacted, That fromand afterthe Ist day 
of July, 1864, all acts and parts of acts granting allowances | 
or bounties on the tonnage of vessels employed in the Bank 
or other cod fisheries, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed. 

Mr. CONNESS. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon'that amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There ought at least to 
be an amendment to that amendment before it is 
acted upon. If there is any probability of its 
being adopted, there should at any rate be a draw- 
back allowed on the salt thatis used in the curing 
of the fish, as it was originally. These bounties 
took the place of the drawback. In process of 
time there came to be no duty on salt. The duty 
is now replaced, not in this bill, but in the tariff 
bill. I forget what it is, but it is very large; and 
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| if these bounties are to be repealed there should 
at any rate be a drawback allowed on the salt 
used in the curing of the fish. 

Mr. COWAN. That question is before the 
Committee on Commerce now. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. They should provide a 
| drawback on this as well as on other articles. 
| Mr. POWELL. After we get the bounty laws 
| repealed we can adjust the salt duty. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN That is all very true, 
| but it should be a part of the proposition, 
| Mr. POWELL. We had better see whether 
we can repeal the bounties first. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Perhaps the Senator will 
consent to let it go over until we getthrough with 
other amendments. 

Mr. POWELL. I prefer to have it acted upon 
to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
upon it, very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend te discuss 
this proposition. When the subject was before 
the Senate on a previous occasion the question 
was asked me as to the amount of there duties. 

| | have now before me a table, from the office of 
the Register of the Treasury, showing the amount 
paid for these bounties for the last four or five 


If the Senator insists 


| years, which [ will read for the information of 


the Senate. 


Statement of Annual Payments on account of Fishing Bounties for the years 1859, 1860, 1851, 1862, and 1863. 





| 1859-60. | 
! 

PRSSOMEGUOADY.. 0000 vevces cecscscecececs $3,565 53 
PUMEMEEDS ccceccNdavtertsedccesvecennpedes | 2,965 10 
PENODECOL 6.0000 ccccen ccvsccccecccesowsee’ 65,941 51 
Frenchman’s Bay .... cece sesecsecer edistes 35,211 18 | 
Waldoborough.........eeeeee (rept ocvens } 25,617 23 | 
PON vececicesidcsss gr tee tore eeees | 29,637 22 
UNE ins doch seosccestecs csugaesubeb ected 7,765 34 
POPMEA oi css cesewetved cs Vobeboccs bwdve a | 9,683 49 
Kennebunk ....5. ese cescee cesecs cece easel 2,186 05 

MG ch eekas ate cd cever sdkes yee enKer Fass! 1,406 40 
WEE co veces s cbescebgsics soececqccowap tpn i 391 92 
POrtsMOuUth ...- coc ccccccsrce dude cove'dees | 5,833 07 
N@WDUryport o.cccccscccess caccioce Jedeuds | 5,286 99 
GIOUCESLEL oo cece cece cons secceccecenevers | 94,390 S51 
Salem. roccesccescese ececes oeenes eocsedec 18, 362 81 
MPNNONE cc cons 6500 e00G Cece cise tecusgestens 949 65 | 
DiarbleWedd «i Jadeccccs ebocevdevsccccee} 19,672 26 
DIPROUNIOS 4d bes hia N ss a ees pene Y eoeeel 16,618 24 | 
BAPMOIMBNS 6.0.05 c0nsn00s cooccnyeoccocee ce of 46,360 65 
Edgarstown .......+06 ec ence veer cocccess leoeseseoupbees js 
NC ca sdinsscvedveps tose cous saucve sana } 30, 781-77 | 
BONGO ss. cece ccee ieee secees Goth Wvedides 4,334 63 | 





TO isn cictepnccpccerceed com vas oeseed., eee ees, OO 


TREASURY DepaRTMENT, ReGisteR’s Orricr, Muy 24, 1864, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, there are some | 
reasons why | feel called upon to say a few words 
on this question. I submit to the honorable Sen- 
ator who offers this amendment that as the prop- 
osition is one to reverse the settled and uniform 
policy of the Government from the earliest period 
of our history it would have been as well if he 
had given to the Senate at least some reasons for 
it at the present time. From the persistency 
with which the honorable Senator presents this | 
question now and has done so heretofore, I have 
no doubt he has made up his mind that the | 
bounties ought to be repealed; that the earlier 
policy of the Government ought to be changed— | 
that policy which was coeval with the establish- 
ment of the Constitution, which originated in the | 
first Congress of the United States under the Con- | 
stitution, and which has been poner continued | 
from that day to the present, to cherish and foster 





32,301 22 35,707 28 | 34,146 42 33,5745 99 


1860-61. | issi-c2, | 1962-63, 1863-64. 
a. | | 3 | ag 
$3,761 58] $5,224.12 | 6,876 67 | $6,656 97 
4.808 37 | 5,362 07 | 2.662 23 | 1,402 42 
65.557 62 66,510 76 | 60,311 46 51,704 29 
34,775 03 38,391 70 50,863 94 18,900 2 
26,813 69 | 25,597 OL | 24, 966 72 


| 
25,460 81 | 
| 
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| 
| 
3,993 18 | 





Ct 





9,328 12 | 9,685 97} 10,995 00 9,769 87 
9,779 91 11,307 56 | 10,528 08 10,443 73 
2,080 05 2,292 O1 | 1,982 81 
1,145 90 |..... ocepe mes | 1,427 53 

775 90 | 1,014 72 1,034 32 953 53 
7,420 03 | 6,631 30 | 10,981 34 4,775 52 
5,855 73 | 6,186 33 | 5.420 04 5,088 03 

106.400 60 121,389 16 | 113,794 23 100,350 96 
18,375 10 15,750 73 13,419 43 11,642 43 
2,243 78 | 1,811 81 1,029 36 | . 
18,340 #4 | 16,818 41 29,974 73 | 10,129 20! 
16,377 36 |.....06 be ud’ | 15,596 53 | 15,548 08 | 
54,402 70 | 35,336 38 | 45,287 20 | dd, 5D | 
thane eid unre athens dnee ween 168 00 . 
$3,733 19 37,588 37 | 30,731 90 21.981 19 | 
5829 79 | 4,061 22 6,593 96 1,947 35 
arsuteregeay hatniennieneesetpliihepatigies! qipanauninmppiemanintel copethmnne| mais 
$458,393 63, g467,833 62 | 





$481,437 56 $378,611 63 


L. E. CHITTENDEN, Register of the Treasury. 


If | am to understand that an appeal is made to 
New England at this time for a sacrifice, | donot 
stand here to oppose it. If it is necessary to 
change this uniform, established policy of the 
Governmenttoward this great national industry; 
if the times demand it; if the necessities of the 
Government are such that this bounty is to be 


|| given up by New England—for it seems to be 


| assumed by the honorable Senator offering this 
amendment that this isexclusively a New England 


|| interest—if I am to understand that this is a na- 


| tional demand upon the generosity of New Eng- 


‘| land, then | am not here to dissent fromit, If it 


is a demand in favor of the necessities of the na- 
tion as against an injerest in New England, | am 
not here to interpose any opposition to it. But, 
sir, if it is an individual whim, if it is the caprice 
of any man or set of men whatever, I am here to 
say that | am not ready to yield toit to-day, and 


the fisheries not only as a branch of national in-* I shall not be to-morrow or next week—never. 


dustry, but as an interest of peculiar import- 
ance to the naval power of this Government and 
the commercial marine of thecountry. I submit, 
sir, that it would have been quite decorous at 
least in that Senator to give some intimation to 
the Senate of the grounds upon which he proceeds 
and upon which he expects the Senate now to 
reverse this early uniform, and established policy 
of the Government. 

I am afraid I shall be obliged to trespass upon 
the patience of the Senate much more than I ought 
to do in considering this question. 1am notdis- 
posed to allow it to be taken for granted that this 
policy is to be reversed, and I will state the rea- | 
gonsas [ advance why Lam not disposed toallow | 


Now it is fifwen ceats upon coal oil, and twenty \| it to go by default. 


Sir, New England—for that seems to be the sense 
in which this measure is pursueg so fur ag the 
honorable mover of it is concerned—never sur- 
renders on such grounds—never. 

Therefore, sir, taking the view I do of this 
subject, that it is one of national concern, that it 
is one that concerns the country at large, that, 
although in some sense it is peculiar to New Eng- 
land, it is a great American interest, a great 
American industry, | shall be obliged to travel 
a little outside of the proposition as proposed by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, and loo 
at the history of this subject and see whether it 
is local or whether itis national, and consider the 
opinions of those who hold the otherside of this 
queftion. 
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1 understood the honorable Senator from Ken- {| He spoke of it in terms of eulogy which would 
tucky [Mr. Davis] to state the other day, when || be hardly fitting for me, perhaps, to repeat; which 


this question was up, that he too was in favor of | 


the repeal of the fishing bounties, and | will do 
him the honor to say that on that as on all oceca- 
sions he was entirely frank. 


of the fishing bounties and always had been; that 
he recognized in that policy a sound policy; he 
recognized in it the wisdom of the founders of 
the Government who instituted the policy. He 
did not understand that it was against the Con- 


stitution; hedid not understand that it was against | 


a wiseand sound political economy, even. He 
_thought it judicious, prudent, wise, just. He 


knows enough of the history of the country to 
know that the fisheries from the foundation of the 
Government down to the present time have been 
an American interest to be cherished asa great 
industry, to be cherished, moreovery,asa national 


necessity, a8 a necessity to your naval power and | 
your commercia! marine; and therefore, in the | 


spirit of wise statesmanship, the honorable Sena- 
tor told the Senate that he had always been in favor 
of this policy. I am sorry to say thut he notifies 
the Senate now of his purpose to vote for the re- 
oo Why? On the ground of public necessity ? 

o. On the ground that we cannot afford to pay 
the bounties? No. On the ground that now, 
when you desire to strengthen your naval power, 
when the nations of the earth are frowning upon 
you, that you can afford to relax your hold on the 
fisheries? No. Whatthen? Why, sir, the hon- 
orable Senator says that New England has become 
fanatical on the subject of the negro, and there- 
fore, for that reason, he will repeal the fishing 
bounties! With afl the respect I feel forthe hon- 
orable Senator, he must allow me to say that I 
think he could have assigned a great deal better 
motive for what he proposes to do than that. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the konorable Senator by 
what right he presumes to discuss my motives. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose, with great re- 
spect to the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
that whenever he chooses on a measure to assign 
his motives, they are common stock. 

Mr.DAVIS. The honorable Senator has only 
assigned one of the motives which 1 gave for my 
vote. I said distinetly in the speech that | made 
that those bounties were allowed in the infancy 
of our marine, and that then there was a necessity 
for them; but that our marine, both commereial 
and military, had now grown to such a degree 
that there was no longer any necessity for that 
fostering legislation. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will venture to say, al- 
though | know my honorable friend would not 
say atrything on this subject that he did not sup- 
pose he had said on the occasion referred to, yet 
if he will turn to the report of his remarks he will 
find no such thing. But if he thinks he did, if he 
asserts it here 

Mr. DAVIS. Task the honorable Senator 

Mr. MORRILL. I thirk the honorable Sena- 
tor had better allow me to go on. 

Mr. DAVIS. lLask the Senator if he wishes 
to make a question of veracity with me here on 
the Senate floor? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not particularly, unless 
the honorable Senator chooses to raise it himself. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam disposed to meet any that 
the honorable Senator may raise, I will inquire 
of him whether he wants to raise a question of 
veracity here with me or not? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, have [ the | 
floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes,sir. The 
Senator from Maine is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL, I was saying that | was sorry | 
the Honorable Senator assioned for the vote he | 
proposes to give on this subject the reason or the 
motive which he did assign, I think a better one 
could have been assigned. I take no especial 
pleasure in-alluding to it, but it becomes neces- 
sary in the consideration of this question. I do 
not intend that astab shall be made at New Eng- 
land, whether the motives are assigned or not, 
and especially if they are assigned I do not intend 
that the action of the Senate shall be influenced 
by them until they have been properly noticed, 
if it were possible to suppose dat it could be so 
influenced. Why, sir, it is not two years since | 
thet honorable Senator seemed quite in love with 
New England, quite enamored of her character. | 











| 
\| 


I understood him || 
to say that asa matter of principle he was in favor | 
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would be considered fulsome. He was enamored 


with the lofty elements of her character, her mar- | 
\| velous industry, her matchless commerce, her 
distinguished love of letters and science and the | 


arts. Butall at once **a change comes o’er the 
spirit of his dream,’’ and you find him, with his 
great research and his wonderful capacity, search- 
ing in thedark chambers of her history and drag- 
ging out to light whatever is exceptional in her 
history, asif he had not lived long enough to know 
that no individual or national character is with- 
out its imperfections, just as the sun in its mid- 
day glories has its spots, but which in nowise 
whatever touch the honor orthe glory of the nation. 
Day after day has that Senator stood here to ar- 
raign New England and to bring forward from 
the recesses of the dark chambers of her history 
whatever could tell against her. I will not char- 
acterize the measure introduced here by kim in 
the same direction. I leave him to explain, and 
other Senators to draw their own inferences, when 
he brings in herea measure to put New England 
**out in the cold,’’ to divide New England into 
two States, denominating them East and West 
New England, and then he tells us that he is to 
vote against the continuation of this policy of the 
Government in regard to this interest. 

I have no unkindness in the allusion to the hon- 
orable Senator; but inasmuch as when this ques- 
tion was up incidentally he took occasion to make 
that remark, it seemed necessary in the outset 
of this argument that I should look around for 
the reasons for this measure, in the absence of 
any stated by the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky who moved it. 

With the Senator from Kentucky on this side 
of the Chamber [Mr. Powe tt] the case is quite 
otherwise, I admit. He hasno love for New Eng- 
land; he never had. If lam to understand him, 
he hates New England; he despises New England 
character. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not know upon what 
ground the Senator from Maine says that I de- 
spise New England. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator will only be 
patient, [ will tell him why. I do not mean to 
say anything here that I am not prepared to prove. 
l repeat that the honorable Senator has no love 
for New England. ‘Those who have paid the 
slightest attention to his remarks during the last 
two years know that he has lost no opportunity 
to let the country so understand; and I have not 
been an inattentive observer and listener. In the 
speech he had the honor to submit to the Senate 
a few days ago, fresh in the recollection of us all, 
he expressed himself in terms which leave no 
doubt upon the mind of the most incredulous of 
the feelings and sentiments the honorable Senator 
entertains for New England, as a matter of friend- 
ship and in regard to New England character. 
Let me read a little from the speech of the honor- 
able Senator: 


*T do not stand here to denounce our Yankee brethren 
of the North?”— 


I suppose the “denunciation” would not be quite 
parliamentary or decorous in a body like this— 
“but everybody knows that cupidity and love of gain is 
their strongest characteristic.”’ 

The honorable Senator will hardly claim that 
he is very much in love with a country whose 
characteristics are cupidity and love of gain, or 
that he entertains a very high respect for that 
country that he willstand in the high court of the 
nation and denounce as influenced by such un- 
worthy sentiments. He adds: . 

“That is known the world over and acknowledged by 
themselves.”” 

Mr. President, does the history of the country 
—the history of New England—authorize this as- 
sumption of the Senator? Is there anything in 
either or both that authorizes that Senator in the 
high court of the nation to so characterize New 
England and declare that her ruling characteris- 
tic is cupidity and love of gain? Is there any stu- 
dent of American history who has so read the 
history of New England? 

But, sir, these opinions are not new or peculiar 
to the honorable Senator from Kentucky. New 
England from the earliest dawn of her history 
has had—I do not say her traducers, because I 
do not intend to apply that epithet to the honor- 
able Senator—but there have been those from the 


| ligious liberty on this side of the water. 


| tucky. 
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| earliest dawn of her history who did not believe 


in her. Why, sir, if you go back to the days of* 
the Pilgrims, the court of Great Britain, the high 
Church and the high State party, did not believe 
in the Pilgrims. They did not believe in their 
pilgrimage across the waters. They did not be- 
lieve in their grand effort to establish civil and re- 
They 
believed it ** fanatical’ altogether. They believed 
them to be ** fanatics in religion and republicans 
in politics.’ The history of that era is full of it. 

Coming down to the time of our Revolution we 
find that there were those who held the same 
opinion then. There were those then, as there 
are now, who were jealous of New England, those 
who did not like New England character. If you 
look into the Tory papers of that period you will 
find them full of just such epithets as are repeated 
here, and have been for the last two years in both 


' branches of Congress, against New England, 
‘against New England fanaticism, against New 


England republicanism, and all that. 

As the honorable Senator seems to be so ob- 
livious to the character of New England, perhaps 
I shall be pardoned by the Senate in referring to 
a standard authority or two upon this subject for 
opinions incontradistinction to the opinions which 
are put forth by the honorable Senator from Ken- 
I will read some of the good opinions of 
New England and of New England character in 
the time that wassaid to try men’s souls. Let us 
take the opinion of Jefferson, who was supposed 


| to know something of his country and all parts 


of his country, who was supposed to know some- 


| thing of human liberty and human rights, and 


have some just appreciation of them. What did 
he say? In 1775, when the great storm of the 
Revolution was coming on, speaking of New Eng- 
land, and vindicating New England against the 
loyalists, he spoke—and the historian says these 
people regarded it with amazement that he should 
have said it—of “ the adventurous genius and in- 
trepidity of the New Englanders.”’ In the con- 
vention held in South Carolina.a short time after- 


| wards, when those who were opposed to the 


Revolution, the loyalists, those adhering to the 
party of the king as against the party of the coun- 
try, denounced New England, and, in the lan- 
guage of the historian, an *“‘ unhappy jealousy of 
New England”’ broke forth, and a member ‘ in- 
sinuated distrust of its people as artful and design- 
ing’men, altogether pursuing selfish purposes,’’ 
Mr. Gadsden, of South Carolina, said in their 


| defense: 


“ Tonly wish we would imitate, instead of abusing, them. 
I thank God we have such a systematie body of men, as an 
asylum that honest men may resort to in the time of their 
last distress, if driven out of their own States. So far from 
beiug under any apprehensions, I bless God that there is 
such a people in America.” 

Let us look a little further into this subject, par- 
ticularly touching the characteristics of the New 
England people, and Jearn what the great Amer- 
ican historian says in regard to the New England 
character, as coutradistinguished from the char- 


| acter given her by the honorable Senator from 


Kentucky: 


“ Lovers ofspeculative truth, struggling earnestly tosolve 
the problem of the universe,in au age of materialists, they 
cherished habitually a firm faith in the subjection of ail 
created things to the rule of divine justice, and their dis- 
tinguishing career was one of action; the vigor of their 
will was never paralyzed by doubt; they were cheered by 
confidence in the amelioration of the race, and embraced 
in their affections the world of mankind. This wonderful: 
people set the example of public schools for all their chil 
dren, with a degree of perfection which the ancient mother 
country yet vainly strives to rival; and in their town gov- 
ernments they revealed the secret of republics. None knew 
betterthan they how to combine the minute discharge of 
the every-day offices of life with large and ready and gen- 
erous sympathies; sometimes soaring high and far in the 
daring of their enterprise, and sometimes following with 
painful assiduity even the humblest calling that promised 
lawful and honest gain; but always the advocates of dis- 
interested benevolence as wie true creed of a nation.” 


Against this assault of the honorable Senator 
upon the character of New England I set this 
opinion of the great American historian, Bancroft. 

The honorable Senator, in this connection, said 
another thing which I must notice. He spoke 
of the loyalty of New England as extremely 
questionable. He said: 

* Suppose you were to propose to pass an amendment to 
the Constitation laying your hand on the property interests 
in New England, | will not say equal, but one half equal 
to the property interests of the southern States wificl you 
now pro to strike down: does any man believe that 
all New England would not be in revolution to-morrow ?”” 
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That is aspeculation, erhaps, with which it is 
a little difficult to deal; Sat allow me to ask the 
honorable Senator whether New England is not 
making sacrifices to-day, whether she is not pour- 
ing out her money and her treasure, and whether 
she has not sent her first-born to this war under 
circumstances which show that she has not de- 

arted from the old Abrahamic faith, that she 
Celinede in God and liberty oaer! I oy to 
that honorable Senator that when New Eng and 
is pouring out her treasure and sending her first- 
born down to defend his own State against her 
own traitorous children, it does not become him 
to stand here and arraign New England, and to 
see if by possibility she is not vulnerable at some 
point at which he can reach her. 

Mr. President, it seemed to be necessary to say 
this much, as the honorable Senator did not con- 
descend to tell the Senate upon what ground he 
proceeded, by way of preface to what I shall have 
to say upon the merits of this question. — 

I oppose the — of the fishing bounties upon 
the ground that the fisheries are a great national 





industry which you cannot afford to cripple, 
which you cannot afford to embarrass; but more 
eaposidiy do | oppose it as affecting a great ele- 
ment of national strength, which is indispensably 
necessary to your naval power, which now by 
all the means within your reach you should |} 
strengthen and not cripple. Without such fish- 

eries no nation, in modern times atleast, has ever 
succeeded in her naval or commercial marine. 

I trust I need not stand here to argue in the Sen- 
ate of the United States in the year 1864 that this 
interest is essential to the naval power and the 
commercial marine of the nation. I should cer- 
tainly not presume to speak upon such a theme 
if it had not been for the fact that on my right 
hand and certainly on my lefton many occasions 
this interest with which we are attempting to deal 
was said to be only a local affair, that it only 
concerned New England, that it was exclusively 
confined to New England, that the nation at large 
had no interest whatever in it. Senators tell us, 
you may strike it down to-day and the nation 
trembles not throughout any department of in- 
dustry and any department of commerce or nav- 





igation. The idea is that you may strike itdown 

with impunity. Is that so? Sir, if it is a local 

interest I abandon it this moment. Senators, I 

crave your attention gine point. If I do not 
nt 





demonstrate to you in the argument and oe 
proof that it is national, national in the highest 
sense of nationality, so intensely and pecultarly 
national that you cannot surrender it unless you 
are willing to surrender yourindependence upon 
the seas, unless you are willing to surrender your 
commerce—if | do not prove that, I invite you to 
vote against me; but if 1 do, | trust that you will 
not; nay, L trust, as you hold the good of the 
nauion, you dere not. 

Now, does any manin this broad land, any man 
least acquainted with American history, need to 
be told that this interest is national? How shall 
we settle the question? The Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Powett] says it is local; he has no 
doubt about it; he does not want to bestow a sec- 
ond thought on the subject; he does not want to 
speak of the thing twice; he is ready the moment 
he introduces his amendment, without explana- 
tion or proof, to demand the action of the Sen- 
ate, apon the ground that this is a local interest, 
that oe is concerned but New England, and 
of course he is ready to strike it down. How 
shall we settle the question? When questions 
are found difficult and proof is not at hand, there 
is always a ready way to settle all these ques- 
tions of a public character, by an appeal to the 
intelligence especially of such a body as this; and 
that is all that is necessary. 

I appeal to your recollections of history. How 
have the civilized natigns of the earth held this 
question? How have the commercial and naval 
and maritime Powers of the earth held this ques- 
tion? What did they say upon the great subject 
of the fisheries? Why, sir, the history of Hol- 
land will tell you that Amsterdam was said to be 
** built on herring-bones,”’ and owes the success 
of her naval and commercial power almost wholly 
to her fisheries. Look at her history; look at 
the declarations of her statesmen and diploma- 
tists. They cherished it as a thing essential to 
both those interests. How is it with, England 
and France? 


} 


- 





England and France for two hun- |, you that they cheris 
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dred years have struggled alternately for the pos- | 


session of the Newfoundland fisheries. Many 


| of the wars between those two countries have 
| grown out of their struggle for those fisheries. 


| 
| 


Is any Senator here so ignorant of the history of || 


those two countries, of their naval power and 
their commercial supremacy, as not to know that 
both these Powers attribute their succes$ mainly 
to the fisheries? 

Sir, I maintain the proposition that these fish- 
eries are of prime necessity to the naval power of 
the nation and itscommercial marine. The Navy 
is always recruited from the fisheries. That has 


| been so for one hundred and fifty years with 


every maritime and naval Power on the globe, and 


| it is so to-day. Each ofthese naval Powers has 


during all that time and does to-day precisely 
what this Government has done from the startand 
is doing to-day; that is, they encourage and stim- 
ulate and foster the fishing interest by bounties, to 
the end that out of it they may sustain their naval 
power and their commercial marine. They hold 
the fisheries to be ‘‘a nursery forseamen.’’ With- 
outseamen educated, ‘‘born upon the sea,’’ you 
can have no efficient navy. ‘That is the genera! 
judgment of the commercial and naval Powers of 
the earth in regard to this great subject. 

You get some idea of the estimated importance 
of the fisheries and of the deeds of daring and en- 
terprise of those engaged in them in the famous 
speech of Mr. Burke on American affairs, in 1774. 
He said: 


* As to the wealth which the colonies have drawn from 
the sea by their fisheries, you had all that matter fully 


| opened at your bar. You surely thought these acquisitions 


ot value, for they seemed to excite your envy; and yetthe 
spirit by which that enterprising employment has been ex- 
ercised ought rather, in my Opinion, to have raised esteem 


and admiration. And pray, sir, what in the world is equal | 


to it? Pass by the other parts, and look at the manner in 
which the people of New England carry on the whale-fish- 
ery. While we follow them among the trembling mount- 


ains of ice, and behold them penetrating into the deepest | 


frozen recesses of Hudson’s bay and Davis straits ; while 
we are looking for them beneath the Arctic circle, we hear 
that they have pierced into the opposite region of polar 
cold; that they are at the autipodes and engaged under the 
frozen serpent of the South. Falkland Island, which 
seemed too remote and too romantic an object for the grasp 
of national ambition, is but a stage and resting place for 
their victorious industry. Noris the equinoctial heat more 


discouraging to them than the accumulated winter of both | 
| poles. 
| stick the harpoon on the coast of Africa, others run the 
longitude and pursue their gigantic game along the coast of 


We learn that while some of them draw the line or 


Brazil. No sea but whatis vexed with their fisheries; no 
climate that is not witness of their toils. Neither the per- 
severance of Holland, nor the activity of France, nor the 
dexterous and firm sagacity of English enterprise, ever car- 
ried this most perilous mode of hardy industry to the ex- 
tent to which it has been pursued by thisrecent people ; a 
people who are still in the gristle, and not hardened into 
manhood.’ 

Just in accordance with this general judgment 
of the civilized nations of the earth is the judg- 
ment of this nation. Let us look atit. We are 
now in the midst of a civil war calling for the 
exercise of all our resources, and placing our 
destiny in peril; apprehensive of danger from 
abroad, we are doing whatever seems wise and 
practi¢able to strengthen the naval power of the 
Government. We would like to call into our 
service every skilled man upon the sea; and now 
at this moment, when from menaces abroad you 
are obliged to look into the future and see that 
this great arm of the nation must be strength- 
ened to its utmost capacity and utmost tension, the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky comes in with 
this SS as if it were an ordinary affair, as 
if nobody had any interest in this subject but New 
England, about whom nobody cares, and assumes 


that you can afford to strike down this long-cher- 
ished interest. Where do you get your sailors 
from? Are you to go to the 


From Kentueky? 
tobacco plantations of Reatelip to get the sail- 
ors to man your ships of war? Is that the expe- 
rience of the world? No, the experience of the 
world is that practiced seamen, men born upon 
the waves, are the men required. They are the 
men who have carried your banner triumphantly 
and gloriously through all the wars in which 


| this country-has been engaged, and upon them 


you must rely in the future, if you intend that 
in the future the renown of the country shall be 
what it has been in the past. 

What is the histo 


our own Government is concerned? [ have shown 


1 a the estimate that the naval and commercial 
I have shown | 
and sustain and stand by || 


owers of the globe —_ upon it. 








itas the right arm of the Navy. They say, if 
you have a Navy and commerce you must sus- 
tain it; and how? You must have ‘ nurseries’’ 
for your sailors; and therefore, as the fishing 
business is a small business, generally a losing 
business, always a precarious business, it must 
be encouraged; for the experience is that unless 
it is encouraged it declines; and hencathe policy 
of all modern nations upon that subject. What 
has been our own history? One would think we 
had no history on this subject; one would think 
from the readiness with which the Senator from 
Kentucky undertakes to overthrow the bounties 
that they have always been a stigma. I cannot 
but reflect that a man whose name I will not take 
upon my lips at this moment, for the last ten 

ears he was permitted to linger about this Cap- 
itol, before he went off to make piratical warfare 
upon the sea on the commerce of the nation, made 
a systematic effort here in this Senate to do pre- 
cisely what the Senator has now undertaken to do 
since his predecessor has gone and left the Senate. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky thought 


| itextremely indecorous—lI do not know that that 
| is the phrase—but exceedingly out of place that 


he had not been able to geta favorable report from 
the Committee on Commerce on his proposition 
to repeal these fishing bounties. He thought the 
Committee on Commerce had nothing else todo but 
consider this question, and if they had they ought 
to have nothing else to do than consider it. He 
seemed to think that the Committee on Com- 
merce should address itself to this subject at once 
and persistently until they had brought in a bill 
for the repeal of these fishing bounties; and he 
made it a matter of complaint. Psay to that hon- 
orable Senator that the pers@ to whom I refer 


| persistently pursued this same question for ten 
| consecutive years, while his party was in power, 


and had the responsibility of administering this 
Government, and had the comnierce and the Navy 
of the nation in charge, and they did not dare lay 
théir fingers on it; not one of them; they could 
not do it. But that Senator, now that he is in a 
minority, arraigns this body for not doing it the 
first forty-eight hours after it is his pleasure to 


| see the thing done. 








of this subject, so far as || 


Now, sir, let me read a little of the history of 
this country on the subject,Mot for the enlighten- 
ment of anybody except the Senator, but because 
it seems necessary, as itis so often assumed here, 
whenever this question comes up, that itis simply 
a local affair which nobody caresanything about 
except New England, and nobody has any in- 
terest in it except New England. Itseems to be 
the idea that somehow in some evil moment New 


| England got possession of the Congress of the 
| country, and got this policy inaugurated, *W hat 
| is the fact? j 


Why, sir, during the revolutionary 
struggle the ‘* fisheries’’ were considered a matter 
of great moment. As soon as the Government 
was organized under the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States this question came up. What is our 
legislative history on this subject? I read from 
a document submitted to the Treasury Depart- 
ment in 1852: ; 

** Whoever examines the records of Congress will find 
that between February and August, 1779, the various ques- 
tions connected with the fisheries were matters of the most 


earnest and continued debates, and of the most anxious 
solicitude.”’ 


Wherefore? Who wereanxious? New Eng- 
land. Anybody else? Yes, sir; the nation at 
large. Nostatesman of that day was so narrow- 
minded as not to comprehend their importance; 


no statesman of that day who did not consider the 


| fisheries an American interest; an interest iden- 


tified with the nation and the nation’s prosperity; 


| an, interest essential to the naval power of the 


country and to its commercial importance. All 
the history of that time shows that both in Con- 
gress,in the Cabinet and out of it, and by the na- 
tion at large, the possession and encouragement 
of the fisheries was a question of the first moment 
and the first importance. Let me read another 
extract from the document: 

* During the discussions upon a proposition to open a 
negotiation for peace, Mr. Gerry introduced the following 
resolutions: first: ‘That it is essential to the welfare of 
these United States that the inhabitants thereof, at the ex - 
piration of the war, should continue to enjoy the free and 


undisturbed exercise of their common right to fish ou the 
banks of Newfoundland.’ ”’ 


Washington, in 1790, in his speech to Congress, 


| remarked that: 


“Our fisheries and transportation of our produce offer ux 
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i | 
abundant means for guarding ourselves against the evil of || ciple upon which these bounties were inaugurated || 


depending upou foreign vessels.”’ 


In the address of the Senate to the President | 


| 
ja the foliowing: 


“The navigation and fisheries of the United States are 
hbjects too interesting not to inepire a disposition to pro 
mote them by all means which shall appear to us consistent 
with their natural progress and permanent prosperity.” 

This document, which contains the history of 
the fisheries, is full of the opinions of the states- 
men of that day on the subject. Jefferson rec- 
ommended the encouragement of the fisheries as 

‘**nurseries”’ for the Navy. ‘I'he founders of the 
Government and all the early statesmen of the 


0 


country held that this interest was not only ana- | 


tional industry, but one essential to the commer- 
cial marine and the naval power of the nation, 


and so they inaugurated this policy, the precise | 


policy which by the amendment of the honora- 
ble Senator from Kentucky we are now asked to 
repeal, to reverse, as if this were the time to 
do it, 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
another phase of this question. It is said thisis 
a question of bounty to the fishermen, and there 
is no reason why they should have a bounty; 
that bounties to industry are not expedient. Is 
this the only thing upon which you pay bounty? 
Is this the only interest that you seek to stimu- 
late by your favor? What is the principle that 
lies at the bottom of these bounties? I have al- 
ready said it is because the fisheries are essential 
to your commerce. You must have a commerce, 
and in order to have commerce you must have 
sailors. Satlors come from their employment. 


W hat is their émployment? The fisheries. So | 


of the Navy. 

ln order to support the Navy it is said that you 
must have skilled officers. Where are they edu- 
cated? Why, sir, annually as the time comes 
around for appropriations you find Ido not know 
how many thousands, perhaps $100,000, more or 
less, appropriated for the support of the Naval 
Academy. For what? Tell me, Senators who 
stickle on this question as a constitutional ques- 
tion, by what authority you ask me to vote 


$100,000 for the support of fifty or one hundred | 


or two hundred boys for the Navy? Under what 
power of your Con#titution is it done? Is there 
any express provision on the subject? 
whatever. I suppose the framers of the Consti- 
tution and those who inaugurated this policy did 
not find it difficult, however, under the power to 
provide for the general defense, for the defense of 
the nation and the general welfare, to educate one 
hundred boys at the expense of $100,000; for what? 
You musthavea Navy, and you must have skilled 
men for officers of the Navy. Itis necessary, 
therefore, to your Navy and to your naval power, 
and so you make the appropriation for the Naval 
School. But Senators who scruple not to make 
that appropriation, when asked to pay $250,000 to 


educate thirty thousand seamen, without whom | 


your Navy ts nothing and your educated officers 
nothing, then have scruples, then they talk about 
bounties, then they talk about fostering an interest 
peculiar to a section. 

It will be seen that the principle underlying the 
bill is the same, precisely the same. The au- 
thority for making an appropriation for the Navy 
is tlentical with the authority for making an ap- 





None || 





propriation to encourage and educate the sailor | 


boy bn board your fishing-smacks; and the ne- 
cessity, allow me to tell the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, is the same. If you can afford to spare 
anybody, you can the officer, You had better 
withdraw your support from the Naval Academy 
to-day than to refuse this appropriation. 

Then, sir, in regard to the Academy at West 
Point, on what principle do you maintain it? Is 
not the principle the same? Where in the Con- 
suituuon can you show me the authority for an 
opprepristpe of $250,000 to educate a few boys 
at West Point? Itis said we must have an army. 
What has this to do with an army? It is to ed- 
ucate the officers. Very well. I have always 
voted for it; | am not arguing against it now; but 
the principle which authorizes you to make that 
appropriation to educate those young men is the 
principle which lies at the foundation of this policy 
of bounties precisely, and, | repeat again, he ne- 
cessity for the one is the necessity for the other. 


So, Mr. President, to whatever department of | 


the Government you look, you find that the prin- 


ee 





in the early period of the Government, and have 
been uniformly and persistently maintained ever 


|, since, prevails in regard to the subjects I have 


mentioned; and the reason applies in this case, 
and the same necessity exists. 

But, sir, I feel obliged to notice another fact, 
| which I cannot but observe here fn the Senate, 
and which [ attribute not to any disposition or 
willingness to injure this great national interest, 
but | have sometimes thought that it was not un- 
fair to attribute it to a want of attention to this 
subject: I find Senators here declaring their pur- 
pose to vote against these fishing bounties, as they 
are a bounty to a local industry or a local inter- 
est, who feel no compunctions in voting millions 
upon millions for interests that are entirely and 
exclusively local. What is our history on this 
subject? Let us see; let us state an account cur- 
rent to-day, if you please, with the Senators who 
vote for local appropriations, and who shrink from 
voting an appropriation for these bounties. I take 
it for granted that there are some subjects in this 
country to be encouraged. I take it for granted 
there are certain subjects that it is the interest and 
the duty of the nation to encourage. What are 
they? Let us see. How many million dollars 
have we voted for railroads in the West? It is 
very seldom that I see any of my western breth- 
ren wince on a question of that kind, and | have 
the honor of informing them that among those 
who have been foremost on this subject, | have 
been neck and neck with them. I have always 
voted for those grants. Do Senators know the 
amount of appropriations that have gone out from 
the Government of the United States to build 
roads that are entirely local—no pretense of na- 
tionality whatever except in a sense I will men- 
tion by and by? Within the last fifty years more 
than fifty-five million acres of lands have been 
given to the States for local railroads, roads be- 


what grounds do we justify that? Will not some 
| Senator who has conscientious scruples about this 
question be kind enough to put his finger on that 
clause of the Constitution which authorizes this 
Government to vote away its lands, give its lands 
to an enterprise that is entirely local, to build a 
| railroad in a State over which the Congress of the 
United States is to have no jurisdiction and no 
control whatever? It is explainable, I do not 
deny, to my own satisfaction at least, and | have 
always voted for it accordingly. 

{tis on the ground that we have a right to do 
what is conceived to be for the general welfare, 
to contribute to the general well-being; and these 
railroads contribute to the general welfare in two 
particulars. In the first place, they serve to en- 
hance the value of our own lands, and so contrib- 
ute to the general welfare. Inasmuch as they are 
enhanced, to that extent the interest of the coun- 
try is advanced. That is one particular, The 
other is that they stimulate industry and promote 
the settlement of those local States. ‘* Well,’’ 
| says the objector, ‘* what has that to do with na- 
tionality? What has the growth of Wisconsin or 
Minnesota to do withthe great nation? Let Min- 
nesotaand Wisconsin take care of themselves; the 
| nation has enough to do to take care of itself.”’ 
But what is the nation, sir? ‘The nation is made 
up of these communities and the like; and justas 
these communities are prosperous and successful 
| so is the nation grand, great, and glorious; and 

in that sense we vote these bills for railroads; in 
that sense in the last few years we have voted 
fifty-five million acres to these communities of the 
| West, who send their representatives here; and 
| some of them, I am very sorry to say, when a 
| question of this kind comes up, when the fisheries 
| are mentioned, turn up their faces as if they were 
| really afmid to encounter it,asif it was not purely 
| national, as if it were of a section—sectional and 
not national. 








There are some other subjects upon which I 
touch only by way of illustration, and only by 
away of showing that there is an undue sensitive- 
ness on this question. In my country one of the 
prime objects of government, one of the first du- 
ties of the State is the-education of the children. 
| I will not stand here to say—certainly in no sense 
| invidiously—that the system is peculiar to New 
| England, but it prevails in New England, and it 

prevailed at an early day; the State educated the 


child; but look through the length and breadth of 


ginning in the State and ending in the State. On, 
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the Constitation, and you will find no obligation 
on the national Government to educate children; 
it is left to the States entirely; and the New Eng- 
land system of education rests on the States, not 
Yet what do you find? You will 
find that within the last fifty years this Govern- 
ment has donated to the new States more than 


| one hundred million acres of land—for what? ‘To 


endow schools, to found your systems of common 
schools. My honorable friend from Minnesota 
—I wish he was here—[Mr. Wixkinson] the 
other day expressed his willingness to vote down 
these bounties; forgetting that by the bounty of 
this Government—l speak it in no offensive sense, 
| am proud of it—Minnesota to-day is so endowed 
that she can educate every child tn the State on 
the bounty of the Government. It isa wise pro- 
vision; I would not wish it otherwise; | rejoice 
that it is so; but when they are called upon to 
vote a little penny bounty to stimuiate a great 
national industry in which at least thirty thou- 
sand men are engaged and $12,000,000 worth of 
shipping employed, men reaping a somewhat 
precarious livelihood, I beg Senators who occupy 
such positions toward the Government, and who 
are sharing of its bounty in that way, notto look 
with a sour aspect on this Jong-cherished inter- 
est of the country, even though in some sense it 
is of New England. 

There are other points on which I mighttouch, 
in the same direction, illustrating this whole ques- 
tion, showing that this bounty to this New Eng- 
land interest is not peculiar to New England; that 
while the nation has been wise in providing for 
this great national interest, it has not been laggard 
in looking after the local interests of other sections 
of the country; and I think if honorable Senators 
will look at this question in that light they will 
see that there is little occasion to complain of New 
England that she is sharing a bounty from the 
fisheries. I do not deny that it is the interest of 
New England; 1 do not deny that I feel the deep- 
est solicitude on this subject, as it is somewhat 
peculiar to New England; but brest the argument, 
as I address it to Senators, on the fact that while 
it is peculiar to New England, itis national in the 
highest sense, and it is upon that aspect of the 
case that I ask your judgments and your votes. 

As lam obliged, Mr. President, in no invidi- 
ous sense I beg to be believed, to make these state- 
ments, to look at these gurrent events in Ameri- 
can history by way of iiicsting New England 
from what I understood to be the position in 
whieh she was attempted to be placed, you must 
bear with me while 1 run the comparison one 
step further; and | ask Senators if they can af- 
ford to do what is proposed just at this time. I 
ask Senators who mean to prosecute this war 
with vigor and to the end, 1 ask Senators who 
want all our resources and want to stimulate all 
the energies of the country to the utmost tension, 
if they can afford to do this. If you look, Sen- 
ators, to the burdens which New England beare 
to-day, | am inclined to think you willagree with 
me that she ought not to be an object of your 
envy. Looking to the revenue bill under which 
we have been collecting the revenues of the last 
year, | find that New England with a population 
of a fraction over three millions, and a territory 
which could all be crowded into Virginia, pays 
a fraction over éight million dollars under that 
revenue bill. I find by running the comparison 
that eight western and northwestern and two Pa- 
cific States, making ten, and six Territories, paid 
only a fraction more. I do not complain of it. 
But when you are collecting revenues of New 
England, when her property is so situated and her 
industry is so situated that it becomes necessary 
that she should pay in that proportion, | ask Sen- 
ators if this is the time to strike at interests which 
she thinks vitaland which thus contribute tothe 
national burden, and she thinks vital not only to 
herself but to the nation atlarge. 

And now, for the benefit of the Senator from 
Kentucky, who takes so deep a solicitude on this 
question, | would like to run a comparison be- 
tween Massachusetts and Kentucky as to what 
they are doing in sustaining the nation in this 
great struggle. I do it in no spirit of hostility to 
thatState, Massachusetts hasa population iu the 
agyregate of 1,232,000 according to the last cen- 
sus; Kentucky, 1,065,000. Massachusetts has 
assessed _on ber, to be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States to carry on this war, $7,370,000; 
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Kentucky, $1,730,000; and the honorable Senator | not understand me to put the question in that way, 


from Kentucky thinks this is the time to strike | 
Massachusetts in the face! Massachusetts on her || 


income paid $1,628,000; Kentucky paid $408,845. 


While Massachusetts is thus giving of her treas- | 


ure to defend the nation, the honorable. Senator 
from Kentucky thinks it an opportune moment 
to strike at this interest so cherished and so long 
one of her material and essential interests. New 
England was assessed for property $16,412,988, 
and she has paid pretty much the whole of it; 
and the ten other States and six Territories to 
which I have referred were assessed $19,326,246. 


When it is recollected that the latter have a pop- | 


ulation of some ten millions, and New England a 
population of a fraction over three millions, and 
all crowded into a little sterile patch OF earth, | 
submit whether this is the time and the occasion 
for crippling her in her interests and rendering 
her less able to perform her duty to the Union. 
Massachusetts has paid into the Treasury of the 
United States $10,048,592, Kentucky, $2,416,523, 
leaving the balance against Kentucky $7,622,069; 
and with that balance against the Senator, with a 
population nearly equal, with a territory three 
times as large, he thinks itis worth while to stand 
here in the Senate and badger New England, and 
talk about New England interests as if they were 
entirely sParate and apart from the national in- 
terests. _ 

I have some statistics here in regard to the com- 
merce of these States, in regard to the commerce 
of the country, and the navigation of the country. 
Of this greatcommerce, which is the glory of the 
nation, does the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky ever stop to reflect how large a portion of 
it belongs to ew England? Of all the ships 
built in this nation, the little State I have the honor 
in part to represent builds one half of them an- 
nually; and when Senators reflect upon that and 
what proportion of her people are engaged in the 
fisheries, they will see at once how sensitive her 
people must be on thisquestion. And if itreally 
had not the national importance which I attribute 
to it, 1 submit whether Senators would not, es- 
peaneg if they willrun down the parallels which 

have instituted here to-day, be a little chary in 
times like these of prosecuting a measure which 
must be so detrimental tothisgreatinterest. But, 
sir, | am persuaded that the Senate is so well in- 
formed on this question of the comparative im- 
portance of the commerce of the ‘country that I 
do not feel justified in trespassing longer on its 
patience. ‘Therefore I take my seat.’ 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, there is only a 
single feature of the remarks just made by the 
Senator from Maine to which I feel called upon 
to reply. Ihave not had the pleasure of hearing 
the whole scope of his argument, and I am in- 
clined to feel as if I wished I had heard the part 
I did not hear, and had not heard the part which 
I didhear. So far as the Senator from Maine or 
any other Senator is able to defend the payment 
of this bounty which I understand is under dis- 
cussion, upon the ground of national necessity 
or upon any other principle whatever, I am dis- 
posed to listen and to conform to his views. That 
it may not be defended upon such grounds, | am 
not here todeny. Ihave always veted for the 
fishing bounties; I am not prepared to say that | 
shall not always continue to vote for them. I 
believe New England has enjoyed them for over 
forty years; and that certainly bars an ejectment, 
and | believe it also bars a writ of right. It is 
going to be, | concede,a difficult matter to dis- 
possess her, 

Mr. DAVIS, She took an annual lease of them. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, it may have been renewed 
from year to year; but repeatedly since I have 
had the honor of a seat on this floor, whenever 
a draft was intended on the Treasury for any spe- 
cific purpose which the friends of the measure 
felt they could not defend upon principle, it has 
been my misfortune to hear the West arraigned 
as being indebted to the East, as having something 
to pay, and bound to go for it, principle or no 
principle, upon the score of personal or local obli- 
gation; and it isto that part of the Senator’s re- 
marks that I] beg leave to submit a few words of 
reply. 

Now, sir, I deny the indebtedness altogether; 
i ph the general issue; we do not owe you a 

ime, 


Mr. MORRILL. The honorable Senator did 








I hope. 

Mr. HOWE. I did understand the Senator | 

to put it in that way exactly. 

dr. MORRILL. I beg to disclaim intending 
any such thing. I did not intend any such thing; 
the furthest from it possible. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator might have been 
entirely unconscious that he was trying to make 
out a case of indebtedness; but after all he did 
state the account so specifically, and went into the 
| items so fully, that | thought I must either repu- 
diate or acknowledge the indebtedness. He calls 
to mind the millions of acres of land Congress 
has granted for local purposes in building up the 
Northwest; and that is one item, and one very 
considerable item, in the account which he states 
against us. I admit that you have granted agreat 
many acres of land to build railroads, but you 
have done it upon two grounds: first, because you 
wanted to improve your own lands, and therefore 
you have provided for building the most popular 
of all known highways through them, taking 
care, however, that the exact value of the lands 
you gave away you assessed upon the lands you 
| retained. When you gave away an acre of land 
worth ten shillings you put upon the adjoining 
quarter section of land twenty shillings. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will my friend give way 
for a moment to me to make a motion? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that at half past 
four o’clock to-day the Senate take a recess unul 
seven o’clock. * 

Mr. SUMNER. 
couple of hours? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have been consulted 
with in several directions, and it seems to be the 
opinion that we should have a session this even- 
ing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE. Then, Mr. President, when the 
Senator from Maine (Mr. Morrixx] undertakes 
to say you have been giving the lands to the 
Northwest he is under a mistake. You have 
been selling them; you have been appropriating 
them to the building of these highways, one half 





| 
Had we not better go ona 


proved; and you have been governed by another 
consideration. You are manufacturing in the 
East very largely, and you must get the bread to 
feed your operatives somewhere. We are rais- 


of them that you might get the other half im- | 
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and he never thought. that he was out of pocket 
in doing so; he found his account in it. If you 
are not satisfied, let me say to the Senate, with 
the returns you have got for this donation of a 
section of land out ofeyery township, if you are 
not satisfied with the return that is made, if you 
would rather depopulate those States and get back 
your gixteenth section in every township, I think 
you would make a mistake; but if you really 
think the balance of trade is still against us, I wish 
to have the account settled, and, as I said here once 
before, I believe we are prepared to pay the bal- 
ance in money. I donot want to be twitted with 
it every time these questions come up. 

Another item of the indebtedness is that New 
England is paying a much larger share of the 
revenues required now by the necessities of the 
Government than the northwestern States. I 
suppose I know how the Senator procured his 
figures. I suppose he procured them by looking 
at the returns from the different States and ascer- 
taining how much was collected within those 
States; and he assumes that whatever is collected 
in Massachusetts is paid by the people of Massa- 
€@husetts, and whatever is collected in Wisconsin 
is paid by the people of Wisconsin. That is a 
very unjust way of stating the account. Setting 
aside the amount of tax you pay on incomes, as 
a rule we in Wisconsin pay what is collected in 
Massachusetts, and asa rule you will allow me 
to say that you in Massachusetts pay what is 
collected in Wisconsin. Why? Because we 
assess upon you a percentage on your manufac- 
tures, which we buy and pay to you, and pay a 
large commission, and thus we pay eventually 
what is collected in Massachusetts, and you pay 
in Massachusetts what is collected in Wisconsin; 
and why? Because it is collected from the dis- 


| tillersin Wisconsin, the distillers of whisky; that 
| is about the only article we make to sell to the 





ing that bread for you; but we found it difficult 
to getto market with it, and it came to you charged 
with pretty high prices, and you wanted to en- 
able us to get to market cheaper, to get our prod- 


| in the building of every one of those roads, and 

every one of those roads is buta highway to your 
own markets and to your own doors, over which 
we bring the bread and the meat that you con- 
| sume yearly. That is another reason which has 
governed the Congress of the United States in 
| making these grants. Thus I dispose of that 
| charge against the Northwest with these two re- 
| flections. 

The Senator charges us also with the amount 
of lands that the Congress of the United States 
has donated to the several western Territories for 
the purposes of education, and that is another 
item of the indebtedness. If it isa debt at all, 
unquestionably it is a very considerable one; but 
how is the fact? When you had untold millions 
and unsurveyed millions there, you feltthat you 
were in the position of a man who had an ele- 
phant. You had property which you did not 
know what to do with, and you wanted men to 
go out and cultivate it. You found that you had 
something to do to encourage them to go. You 
proposed to give one section in each township for 
educational purposes. With that poor encour- 
agement, the emigration of the East and theemi- 

ration of the world has gone out there; and what 

ave you got to-day in return for it? 
got an empire in return for these donations. You 
think this is a display of great liberality. Mr. 
President, building towns isa very common busi- 
ness out there in the Northwest, and no proprietor | 
| ever undertook to build upa town on any harbor | 
| there, or at the confluence of any two rivers, that 








| ucts at a lower price, and so you feltan interest | 


You have 











| did not exhibit more liberality toward the early 
settlers on his town-plot than the Government of | 


| the United States has exhibited to build up those || mittee on 


| great States which now nestle about the lakes; |! 


East, and as we do not drink that out there our- 
selves, it is consumed, | suppose, in Massachu- 
setts or elsewhere in the East. Thusitis charged 
over upon the eastern States. So the Senator’s 


| method of stating this account is not a just one. 


Now, [ want to say once more that we have no 
complaint to make of the policy of the General 
Governmentas it bears on the States of the North- 
west. Whenever we have asked for any legisla- 
tion, we have asked for it upon national and upon 
public grounds, and | am very certain that when- 
ever it has been obtained by us it has been granted 
upon those grounds; and | would not have said a 
word in this debate but for the fact that, repeated 
I think as many as a dozen times during this very 
session, | have heard these obligations supposed 
to exist on our part urged here in defense of some 
legislation which it was supposed we were other- 
wise hostile to. I do not want to hear it again. 
As I said before, I do not believe in the obligation, 
I do not believe in the indebtedness. Whenever 
you have legislated in reference to us, you have 
adopted such legislation as you supposed the pub- 
lic interests demanded and warranted, and no 
other, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By a vote of 
the Senate, the Senate will now take a recess until 
seven o’clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at seven o’clock p.m. 


PETITION. 

Mr.SUMNER presented a petition from women 
employed as clerks in the dead letter office at the 
Post Office asking for an increase of compensa- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Post Offices anc Jost Roads. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill (No. 469) extending the time for the com- 


| pletion of the Marquette and Ontonagon railroad 


of the State of Michigan—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 487) to provide for the execution 
of treaties between the United States and foreign 
nations, respecting consular jurisdiction over the 
crews of vessels of such foreign nations in the 
waters and ports of the United States—to the Com- 
Secaitn Relations. 

A joint resolution (No. 83) authorizing the Pres- 
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ident to construct a military railroad from the J) for the shell, January 7, 1862, for seventeen years | pany of New York United States detached militia, of the 
valley of the Ohio to East Tennessee—to the Com- || for the fuse, and January 24, 1860, for fourteen || regiment commanded by Colonel Thomas B. Benedict, in 
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mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. As the testi- || th War of 1812, on the pension roll, at the rate of four dol- 


| years for the percussion device. || Jars per month, said pension to begin on the Ist day of 


a 


VETO POWER IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. || ™OPY in support of the claim submitted with the || January, 1861, and to continue during her widowhood. 


Mr. WADE. I wish to make an explanation. 
When Senate bill No. 285, to regulate the veto 
power inthe Territory of Washington wag under 
consideration, | was asked by the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Jounson] whether the people 
of the Territory requested that the Governor 
should be clothed with this veto power. I in- 
formed him that by a telegraphic dispatch the 
Governor and several of the executive officers of | 
the Territory had asked for it. I am also re- 
ported as using this language: 

“The Delegate from that Territory says so. He says 
that @ great many transient people getinto the Legislature 
without much responsibility, aud that they are burdening 
the people there with taxation, and he thinks the Governor 
should have this power to counteract their influence.” 

I believe | made use of language like that. It 
was under these circumstances: the gentleman 
who handed me the papers stated at the time that | 
he wished I would present the bill and the papeys 
in the Senate, because the House committee re- | 
quested him to hand them over to me, telling him | 
they wished the bill to be passed, and that they 
could not introduce it so well as we could in this 
body. I therefore took the papers and inquired 
of him the reasons why the people wanted the 
veto power conferred upon the Governor, not be- 
ing very much in favor of that power myself, and 
he informed me about the same as I stated in the 
language | have read, as near as | can recollect. 
Hie stated there were transient persons coming | 
into the Territory and going out, and they got | 
into the Legislature, and they had but little re- 
sponsibility, and they passed laws without much 





tion, and therefore it was necessary that the Gov- 
ernor should have this power. I supposed that 
gentleman to be the Delegate from Washington 
‘Territory; bat it seems | was mistaken. The 
Delegate has written to me saying that he is not 
the person; that he did not utter these sentiments, 
and therefore I am bound to believe that it was 
not the Delegate that came to us. I do not know | 
him personally. I did not ask the person who | 
came to me who he was; but | took it for granted 
that he was the Delegate. I do not really know 
who he was; but the gentleman who handed me 
the papers made these remarks. In justice to the 
Delegate [ make this statement, because he would 
not !ike to have these remarks put into his mouth, 
He says, in a communication to me, that he is 
opposed to the granting of this veto power. 


WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Will it be in order to move 
to take up a bill or joint resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not without 
postponing the tax bill, which is the business 
regularly before the Senate, except by unanimous 
consent, . 

Mr. GRIMES. What is the bill? 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is a joint resolution which 
has passed the House of Representatives unani- 
mously, and been Qnanimously reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate; it isa 
small matter. It is House joint resolution No. 
51, relative to the claim and letters patent of Wil- 
liam Wheeler Hubbell, ’ 

Mr. GRIMES. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection be- 
ing interposed, the motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. RAMSEY subsequently said: | move to 
postpone all previous orders, and proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution | sadionted before. 
‘The Senator from Iowa, after looking at the res- 
olution, withdraws his opposition to it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. No. 51) relative to the 
claim and letters patent of William Wheeler Hub- 
bell. William Wheeler Hubbell claims compen- 
sation for the use of his patent for the thunderbolt 
shell and fuse, which he claims were patented by 
him, and have been used by the Government, 
uoder a verbal contract, as he alleges, between 
him and the late George Bomford, colonelof ord- 
nance of the United States, and for the use of his 
patent percussion apparatus for exploding shells, 
the letters patent for which are dated January 22, 
1056, reissued January 19, 1858, for fourteen years 





| 
consideration and burdertd the people with taxa- 
| 


| 





luminous, and the shells and fuses in the service, 
which Hubbell claims, are made and used in great 
numbers by the Government, and the committee 
feel that they have neitherthe time nor means for 
procuring witnesses and giving the case the care- 
ful legal investigation which its importance de- 
mands, the resolution therefore proposes to refer 
the claim to the Court of Claims, which is vested 
with jurisdiction, and whose duty it is to be toin- 
vestigate and determine, first, is William Wheeler 
Hubbell the original inventor of the shell and fuse 
and percussion device aforesaid, oreither of them, 
and has he a just and equitable right to compen- 
sation for the game; and second, whatamount of 
compensation is he entitled to receive for the use 
of his inventions and patents, as claimed, up to 
the time of adjudication, and for a full and entire 
transfer of his patents to the United States. 
Either party may appeal to-the Supreme Court 
of the United States within ninety days, and the 
Court of Claims is to certify any judgment that 
may be rendered in favor of Hubbell, his heirs, 
or legal representatives in the same manner, and 
when presented to the Secretary of the Treasury 
it is to have the same effect as now provided by 
law, and be paid out of any general appropria- 
tion in relation to judgments of the court, or for 
pMvate claims; but the sum hereby authorized to 
be paid is not to exceed $100,000, which sum the 
claimant agrees to accept in full of all claims 
whatever by virtue of his patents and contract 
against the Government. And the payment of 
such judgment is to vest the full and absolute 
right to the patents in the United States. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


IDA HOFFMAN. 


Mr. FOSTER. I havea little bill from the 
Committee on Pensions in favor of the widow 
of a man who was killed in attempting to arrest 
a deserter, that I believe would not be objected 
to. I will move, at all events,totake itup. Itis 
Senate bill No. 289, for the relief of Ida Hoffman. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Ida Hoffman, 
widow of the late Solomon Hoffman, of Carroll 
county, Indiana, who was shot and instantly 
killed on the 14th of March, 1863, while engaged 
in the performance of the duties of deputy pro- 
vost marshal, on the roll of pensioners, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, to commence 
from the 14th of March, 1863, and to continue 
during her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RHODA WOLCOTT. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. There is another little 
pension bill on the Calendar, reported from the 
Committee on Pensions, which I move to take 
up. ft is House bill No. 290, for the relief of 
Rhoda Wolcott, widow of Henry Wolcott. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, with an amendment to strike 
out all of the original bill after the enacting clause, 
in the following words: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to issue to Rhoda Wolcott, widow of Henry Wol- 
eott, deceased, who was a private in the company of 
“New York United States detached militia,” of the regi- 
ment commanded by Colonel! Thomas B. Benedict, a cer- 
tificate of pension, which shall grant to the said Rhoda 
Wolcott a pension of four dollats per month, commencing 
on the 24th aopot December, 1812, the time of the decease 
of said Henry Wolcott, and to continue during the natural 
life of the said Rhoda Wolcott: Provided, however, That 
in the event of the marriage or death of the said Rhoda 
Wolcott, the said pension shall cease: Also provided, That 
all pledges or mortgages of the said pension shall be void, 
and that the oa panes shall inure solely to the use and 
benefit of the said Rhoda Wolcott. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Rhoda Woal- 
cott, widow of Henry Wolcott, who was a private in a con- 


|| patents, and especially with regard to its validity || 
and the verbal contract mentioned, is very vo- | 























The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania why the committee 
recommend that this pension shall date back to 
1861. That is contrary to the practice of the Sen- 
ate hitherto, or what used to be the practice when 
I was a member of that committee. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Itis because the proof of 
the case in the Pension Office was made complete 
on that day. 

Mr. GRIMES. But it seems to me that there 
is no proof, or else there would not be any ne- 
cessity of appealing to Congress. If they could 
appeal to the Commissioner of Pensions and sub- 
mit the proper proof to him, the pension would 
date from the time the proof was completed; but 
it seems that 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator is mistaken. 
The law has been changed within a few years, so 
that a pension commences now from the time the 
proof is filed, whether itis complete or not. That 
1s the law passed a few years ago. 

Mr.GRIMES. I do not know whe@that change 
was made; but our rule in the last Congress, or 
the last Congress but one when | served on the 
Committee on Pensions, was that the pension 
should only commence from the time the papers 
were filed here and the proof was completed. 
That was the rule upon which the Senate always 
acted. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. [have notthe papers here, 
but the case is not a doubtful one. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


FRIENDLESS WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 


Mr. MORRILL. If the Senate do not wish 
to act on the tax bill at this moment, I should 
like to call upa small bill that will not take more 
than five minutes. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 383. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 383) to incorporate the 
Home for Friendless Women and Children. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia re- 
ported the bill with various amendments. The 
first amendment was to strike out from the list of 
corporators the following persons: Jane Ashton 
Alexander, Anne E. Husted, Susan Schiemer, 
Malvina Tolson, Mary E. French, Elmira White, 
Myra Grace Ruggles, Elizabeth E. Holmead, 
Eliza Dorsey, Hannah Holmead, Sallie E. Coo- 
Fer, Ellie R. Cooper, Margaret F. Calvert, Anna 

1. Eastman, Mary Thomas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the third 
section of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That there shall be a 
board of fifteen female managers, to be selected from the 
various religious denominations of the city of Washington, 
or District of Columbia, to conduct the business of the cor 
poration, for the purposes aforesaid, in such manner as 
shall be prescribed by its constitution or by-laws, as the 
same may be adopted or alfered from time to time: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in said constitution or by-laws shall 
be inconsistent with any law of Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, lines 
four, five, and six, to strike out the following 
words: ** and six other ladies to be selected from 
the members of such association by the ladies 
named;’’ so that it will read: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That Mary T. Hay, 
Eliza M. Morris, Eliza Wade Fitzgerald, Georgiana Speaks, 
Emily B, Ruggles, Indiana Plant, Jane F. James, Mary 
Graham, Maria Virginia Brown, shall constitute the board 
of managers, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section six, line 
sixteen, after the word ‘*Columbia”’ to strike 
out the words ‘‘and the board of counselors 
created by this act;’’ so that theclause will read: 

The said board of managers may, in their discretion, 
place such child to service with some proper person under 
articles of indenture, to be executed in due form of law, 
with sueh provisions for maintenance and education as 
Shall be approved by one of the judges of the supreme 
court of the Distriet of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to insert at the end 
of section seven the following proviso: 


Provided, That no surrender of any such child shall be 
made under the provisions of this section, unless such sur- 
render shall, on examination, be approved by one of the 
judges of the supreme court of said District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 
eight,in the following words: 


Sec. & And be it further enacted, That there shall be a 
board of counselors for said corporation, consisting of seven 
gentlemen, citizens or residents of the District of Colum- 
bia, four of whom shall, on and after the first Monday of 
May, A. D. 1865, be elected annually at the meeting of the 
associates for the election of managers; and that the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the mayor 
of the city ot Washington shall, ex officio, be managers of 
such board from and after the passage of this act; and the 
managers of the board shall, as early as practicable after 
heir organization, elect by ballot four gentlemen as mem- 
bers of said board, to hold office until the first Monday of 
May, A. D. 1865, and till their successors shall be chosen. 
It shall be the duty of this board of commissioners te ad- 
vise the board of managers, from time to time, in regard to 
the interests of the association, and for the promotion of 
the objects thereof. Four members of the board of coun- 
svlors shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 
ness; and no purchase of real estate shall be made, and no 
lease, sale, or mortgage of real estate shall be executed by 
or to said corporation without the approval of a majority 
of the board of counselors. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section nine, line 
four, to strike out the words ** the board of coun- 
selors’’ after the word ** treasurer;’’ so that it will 
read: 

That the board of managers may elect from their own 


number a president, vice president, and secretary; and 
they may further elect a treasurer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 
ten, as follows: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That no manager nor 
member of the board of counselors shall receive or charge 
any compensation for any services rendered to the institu- 
tion or corporation by virtue of her or his office in either 
board: Provided, however, That the treasurer of the cor- 
poration may receive such reasonable salary or compensa- 
tion for assuming and discharging the duties of the office 
as shall be determined by the concurrent resolution of the 
board of managers and the board of counselors to be just. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 


dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read the 
third time. It was read the third time. 


| saulted by three honorable Senators from 


|| get me off on none of those issué&. dt is not my 
urpose to say — specially against New 
England or anybotly else in this discussion. I 
| have no hatred toward New England or any part 
| of her people—none at all. 
He quotes from a speech that I made in which 
I spoke of New England, attributing to them a 
characteristic that I did not think the honorable 
| Senator would deny: that they were fond of thrift 
|and gain. 1 made that charge in no ill-temper, 
| although I confess when I made it I was some- 
| what excited, for my State had been heavily as- 
ew 
| England; but if I wanted any evidence to estab- 
lish the fact beyond doubt that our New England 


|| friends were fond of thrift and gain, I should want 


| nothing more to prove it than the Senator’s zeal to 
save to his pees these little fishing bounties. 
The zeal of the honorable Senator establishes 
the fact that our New England brethren are very 
tenacious, and hold with a death-like grasp to 
any little ad vantages that legislation may give any 









of their interests. 
The Senator runsa parallel between Massachu- 
| setts and Kentucky. I am not going to take up 
that parallel. He says that Massachusetts pays 
very great taxes to the Government, and Ken- 
tucky and other western States pay very little. 
He says that the little New England States upon 
a barren soil pay more than ten other great States 
in the West. I dare say all that is true. I will 
merely say in passing to my friend that had Ken- 
tucky and the great West the bounties that his 
ere have upon vessels engaged in this fishing 

usiness, upon their pigs, their cattle, their pota- 
toes, their corn, and all their products, they would 
“have untold wealth. If the people of the great 
| valley of the Mississippi were fostered and pro- 
| tected in their industrial pursuits as New England 
eis by the present tariff system, they would have 
untold millions of wealth. But, sir, we are the 
recipients of no such favors from the Government; 
and J do not intend, so far as I am concerned, to 
allow New England to be the recipient of this 
little bounty, as the Senator calls it, on fishing, 
any longer if I can possibly avoid it. 

The Senator tells us that New England never 
surrenders. I concur with the Senator in that. 
New England never will surrender any privileges 
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| England; he charges others with having hatred || cannot navigate ships without men trained to the 
| to New England all the while. The Senator will | 


artand mystery of navigation. What more nurs- 
ery do you want than to have the largest quan- 
tity of ships of any country inthe world engaged 
in commerce on the ocean? Certainly you can 
want no more. 

But, Mr. President, I believe that the princi- 
ples upon which these bounties were given were 
wrong. I do not think a bounty should be given 
to any portion of the people, and those bounties 
be paid by taxes gathered from the other portions 
of the people, to encourage any branch of indus- 
try or promote any branch of industry. All the 

rotection that I would ever give would be the 
incidental protection arising under our revenue 
laws. I would give no more. 

There have been paid from the beginning of this 
Government something like fourteen or fifteen 
million dollars to the persons engaged in the 
fishing business as bounty. The State the hon- 
orable Senator represents so ably, and which he 
represented so zealously to-day, receives the lar- 
ger — of these bounties. According to my 
recollection of the tables I think Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts receive about four fifths of them, and 
I think that Maine receives more than Massachu- 
setts. That, however, isanimmaterial question. 
My friend from Ohio [Mr. Sensanety ben sub- 
mitted a table on the subject which exhibits the 
bounties that have been paid recently. I have 
not looked into this question since the war com- 
menced until | glanced over the table shown me 
by the Senator from Chio, but before that time 
I got the tables and examined them very closely; 
and | examined very closely the reports made on 
the subject. Mr. Guthrie, during the Adminis- 
tration of President Pierce, made a report on this 
subject, in which he said that about one haif the 
money obtained was b# fraud. He said he thought 
itmorea nursery for perjury than forseamen. | 
think, at this time, when the country is pressed 
for money at every point, we should not pay 
something like half a million dollars annually 
in bounties to Massachusetts and Maine, or to 
the people in any part of the country. 

It is not because these bounties are paid to the 
people of Massachusetts or Maine that I desire 
their repeal. If they were paid to the people of 
California or to the people ofthe West, North, or 
South, | would go for their repeal, because | 
think the principle is wrong, and the reason, if 





} Mr. DAVIS. | willinquire of the Senator who that odious and unjust laws take from the other || any valid reason ever did exist why those boun- 
i reported the bill if the corporators are all white ot the country and put into the coffers of |/ ties should be paid, has long since ceased. 

5 persons. | her citizens 1f her Senators can possibly prevent If New England has the millions of wealth of 
4 Mr. GRIMES. I can inform the Senator that || !t-. They will never surrender any odious dis- 
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they are white; at least they were when last heard 
from. [Laughte 


. 
Mr. DAVIS. Phat satisfies me. 
The bill was passed. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that we now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.. R. No. 405) to provide in- 
ternal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Powe. to repeal the fishing boun- 
ties. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I had no idea 
when I offered the amendment to this bill, the ob- 
ject of which is to repeal the bounties on the ton- 
nage of vessels engaged in the cod and other Bank 
fisheries, that I should throw the very able Sena- 
tor from Maine (Mr. Morritt] into such a rage. 
The Senator has exhibited wonderful temper. 
He discussed the question with a hot andearnest 
zeal that in my jud ment but little comports with 
that steady and cool temper that characterizes the 
people of the section from which he comes. In 
my reply to the honorable Senator I shall not fol- 
low him in his hot zeal. 1 will take the gnatter 
very coolly, and state to the Senate very calmly 
the reasons I have for striving to repeal the law 
indicated in the amendment that | propose. 

_ The Senatorvery adroitly tries to avoid the true 
issue. He takes a tilt atcreation generally. He 
runs a tilt at me and at my colleague, and then at 
the whole Northwest. He vindicates New Eng- 
land with great zeal from charges that have never 
been made against that people. He charges some 
with having changed their notions about New 





crimination made by the laws in favor of their 
industrial pursuits. They were never known to 
surrender such a thing as that. But, sir, I hope 
that this Senate will decree that the great States 
of Maine and Massachusetts may be compelled 
to let go of these fishing bounties. 

The Senator speaks of the constitutionality of 
this law. He speaks of the bounties that have 
been conferred upon the western people by rail- 
road grants. All that has been sufficiently met 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, (Mr. Howe.]} 
1 am not going to enter into any of these collat- 
eralissues. The Senator, however adroit he may 
be, will not lead me off into any argument of that 
kind. 

He says that the antiquity of these fishing 
bounties ought to shield and protectthem. Why, 
sir, if the Senator and his constituents were less 
tenacious of gain, having enjoyed-this immunity 
and privilege so long, it strikes me, in this day 
of trial when our people are taxed in such a man- 
ner as they can scarcely bear, they would be will- 
ing to yield it for a time, at least. 

ut, sir, what were the reasons for the estab- 
‘lishment of this policy? The Senator has stated 
the argument, the one that I haye heard stated 





there is an effort made to repeal these bounties, 


seamen. I think it probable at the beginning of 
the Government that might have been the case 
when we had no merchantmen afloat, or if any 
very few, and our mercantile marine was small. 
Then it might be necessary to encourage this fish- 
ing business by bount 

ing of sailors and mahise expert seamen. 
sir, even before this war commenced I believe we 
had the largest mereantile marine in the world. 


| 








over and over again in this Chamber whenever 


that it is to féster the fisheries as a nursery for | 


as anursery for the train- | 
But, | 


That is a sufficient nursery for our seamen. You | 


which the Senator boasts, she might well give up 
this little matter. While the people there are en- 
joying such wealth and able to pay such enor- 
mous taxes as the Senator has indicated to-day 
that section of the country pays, while he shows 
that other regions of the country are poor, I do 
not think, in an hour like this, wealthy as they 
are, it is magnanimouson their part to exact from 
those who are so much poorer than themselves, 
this tribute. But, sir, 1 never knew a miser to 
ery that he had enough. These money-sharks 
and money-hoarders and money-lovers grow more 
avaricious every day. 1 suppose if, through the 
instrumentality of high protective tariffs and high 
bounties upon fishing interests and protection to 


| every other pursuit of New England, they were 
| to quadruple their wealth, still they would be un- 
| willing to give up — 


little tribute which they 
wrung by taxes from the hard earnings of the peo- 
ple of the less favored regions of the country. 


| ‘I'he very exhibition of the wealth of that region 
-of country is an argument against the Senator, 
| why they should be compelled, if the 
| the magnanimity to do it willingly, to yield this 


y have not 


tribute which they take from the taxes wrung 


| from other portions of the people; yes, sir, wrung 


from the hand of poverty and toil. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator has utterly 
failed to show any valid reason why the law au- 
thorizing these fishing bounties should not be re- 
pealed. ‘Theonly argument that he has presented 
that has validity, is one that does not now exist, 
and that is that the fisheries are a nursery for sea- 
men. 

Sir, for the reason | have stated,.that in our 
merchant service we employ men enouzh to train 
our sailors, that consideration if it ever did exist 
has no validity now; but in this our day of trial 
and war, judging from the tabular statement that 
my friend from Ohio has exhibited here, | do not 
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think the persons engaged in this fishing business f 


have diverted much of their labor from that pur- 
suit. They receive now since this war about as 


much money from the bounties as they did be- | 


fore. ‘That indicates very clearly that the people 
in that line of business are still engaged in it, so 
that these are bounties actually paid to keep men 
outof the Navy. The Government isgiving these 
people a bounty absolutely to hire them to go into 
other pursuits, and that of itself keeps them out 
of the Navy; and the proof from the record is that 
these people have not gone much into the Navy; 
and why? Because you take the money of the 
people to hire them to stay in this business of 
fishing. The bounty does not tend to bring them 
into your Navy. By the Government giving the 
bounty, they are hired'to go into the fishing busi- 
ness, and they find it more profitable in conse- 
quence of the bount 

they do stay out. ae the whole argument of the 
Senator about this matter of bounties being ne- 


cessary for seamen is an utter fallacy; there is | 


nothing in it. 


There is no more reason why you should pay | 


bounties to those who are engaged in the fish- 
eries than why you should pay the miners on the 
Pacific coast a bounty for digging the gold from 
the bowels of the earth; and indeed if Ll were 
driven to pay one a bounty and neglect the other, 
1 would give it to the miners who are delving in 
the mountain sides, because we want the precious 
metals as a circulating medium. There is no 
more reason why we should pay these men boun- 
ties than why we should pay the farmers of the 
West bounties for raising their pigs, their sheep, 
or their cattle. The thing cannot be justified upon 
any principle. It js ahsolutely giving up the 
money of the people to foster a particular inter- 
est, without receiving ary adequate return, and 


the astonishment’ to me has been that this law | 


has so long remained upon the statute-book. 

But the Senator said it was not repealed when 
those were in power with whom L act politically. 
I can tell the Senator that a bill for the repeal of 
the law, I think, passed the Senate more than 
once, but it was lost inaconflict between the two 
Tlouses; but if we get it through here now I do 
not think it will be lost; we shall get it in per- 
haps the very best place in the world to insure 
its final passage, and that is on this enormous 
tax bill. Many Senators differ from me about 
the tax bill. They say the people want to be 
taxed, that their patriotic hearts are calling for 
taxationeverywhere. That may be, but I donot 
think my people wantto betaxed. If we getthis 
provision on this bill I think it will be certain to 
become a law, and then we shall be clear of this 
system of bounties forever. 

it was not my intention to make a speech of 
any length on the subject, and | have really said 
about all that 1 intended to say. The Senator 
cunnot get me into any controversy about monop- 
olies or favors shown to the West in regard to 
their railroads, Lean very easily show that it 
was no detriment to the public to give those west- 
ern States land to make railways, because we gave 
them alternate sections, and the Government got 
double price for the sections not appropriated to 
the railways; yet | have not been a special advo- 
cate of those railway grants. And then, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin very well observed, 
everybody knows thatthe people of New England, 
a manufacturing people, > not raise enough to 
eatupthere, From the statistics I saw a year ago 
made by a very learned gentleman by the name 
of Ruggles, it is very clear that New England 
consumes in three mouths all the wheat she raises 
ina year. She has to have railways and water 
communications to carry the grain from other 
parts of the Union to feed her people. Itis to her 
interest as well as the interest of the farmers of 
the West to have those communications made. 
‘There can be no doubt about that. 

Bat, Mr, President, I should like very much if | 
Senators when they enter into this argument would | 
meet the question as it is, that they would show 
the real benefits to result to the country from the 
imposition of this annual burden upon the people, 
that they would give us some good reason for it, | 
that they would tell us something else than that 
it has been sanctified by time. Eason enjoyed 
this immunity and drawn this money from the | 
hard earnings of the people pretty nearly from the 





vrganizauion of the Government, they are now | 
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to stay out of the Navy, and || 
ships in the merchant service than any other na- 














puting the prosperity of New 


of the legislation of the country; and while it 





loth to let it go. They have grown rich by | 
means of these and other bounties and privileges 
that they Rave received by the sanction of the | 





law, and they ought to be contented when they || 


have grown rich and can flaunt their wealth in 
the faces of other States to let this ‘ pittance’’ 
alone, and perhaps after a while, if you take away 
the protection and the bounties you bestow on 
their labor, other portions of the country may grow 
as rich as they. We do not envy New England 
her wealth, but we do desire that her wealth shall 
not be increased by an imposition of an unjust tax 
upon the rest of the people. ‘That is the poim we 
make. Thisisa benefit thatis conferred upon New 
England alone. The Senator from Maine says 
it 18 national, and he speaks with wonderful 
vehemence and volubility about its nationality. 
There is no nationality about it. We want no 
such nurseries for seamen. Having floated more 


tion on the earth, independent of the Navy that 
we have in the public service, that is a nursery 
sufficient. And, sir, if you give this tribute and 
these bounties to men to stay in the fishing busi- 
ness you will have to give very high bounties to 
lure them into your naval service. There is no 
good or valid reason why the people should be 
taxed to support this interest any longer. 

I know that when persons enjoy a privilege of 
this kind for a long ume they begin to think and 
they imagine itis absolutely right, and they make 
a great noise when you take it away from them. 
Itisso withallanimals. Every old farmer knows 
that when you attempt to wean a calf that is al- 
lowed to suck till he is a year and a half or two 
poe old he makes a great deal of fuss; you can 
rear him bellow all over the plantation—not that 
l am comparing any of these gentlemen toan an- 
imal of that kind. I do not do that; but they 
have had it so long that if you ween them from 
it now they make a terrible noise overit. They 
have had it so long that they think they are ab: 
solutely entitled to it. In my judgment they 
never were entitled to it. Jf there ever was a 
reason for it, as I before stated, that reason has 
long since ceased. I am not going to take up the 
time of the Senate in discussing this question any 
further. I think I have stated reasons sufficient 
why the amendment I have proposed should pre- 
vail; and I hope it may be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I propose to say a very 
few words, Mr. President, on this subject, be- 
cause it becomes my duty from the relation which 
I bear to the section of country the interests of 
some of whose people are affected by the amend- 
ment now before the Senate. I shall not follow 
or attempt to follow the Senator from Kentucky 
in what “ has said in regard to the prosperity of 
New England having been fostered by legislation. 
A very small part, comparatively, of the pros- 
perity of New England depends upon the fisher- 
ies; and in regard to its other prosperity, I sup- 

se everybody knows pretty well that up to the 
Leonia out of this war the prosperity of New 
England could in no manner be imputed to any 
protection that her manufactures or any part of 
her industry had received for a long series of 
years, for the legislation of Congress had been 
directed entirely the other way, and had been car- 
ried to the extent of reducing the duties on im- 
ports down to the very lowest possible point con- 
sistent with paying the expenses of Government. 
Certain gentlemen who were afraid that a tariff 
would encourage manufactures, actually reduced 
the duties, so as to bring the receipts below the 
expenditures of the Government, and they were 
compelled in a time of profound peace to borrow 
money and run the country in debt some twenty 
or thirty million dollars on Treasury notes in a 
single year. ‘That was the policy of the section 
of country a part of which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Renineky now represents. Although 
our expenses were then at the lowest possible 
point the tariff was reduced so low (we depend- 
ing entirely upon customs) that under the two 
Administrations which preceded this the revenue 
was found entirely insufficient in a time of pro- 
found peace to pay even the. moderate expenses 
of the Government at that period. 

So, sir, the Senator is entirely mistaken in im- 
ngland or of the 

orth, s@ to call it, in any degree to the legisla- 
tion of the country. It was prosperous in spite 
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perous. She protested against that system; it 
was introduced against her wishes; she con- 
formed to it and prospered; and then the policy 
of the Government was changed, and an effort 


LS 











continues to be what it is, and the men there con- 
tinue to be what they are, it will prosper in spite 
of the legislation of Congress. . 
| Mr. JOHNSON. It was prosperous commer- 
| cially before the tariff system. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir, before the tariff 
| system was introduced, New England was pros- 


was made to run her down. The legislation of 
the country was directed first against her com- 
merce, and when she turned her attention to man- 
ufactures then against her manufactures. It failed 
both times and always will; the legislation of the 
country will fail in any ordinary time to do any 
such thing. Why? Because we have intelli- 
gence; we have the power to labor; we have 
something to work upon; we have will; we can 
work, and we do work. Thatis the simple se- 
cret of it, and I have no doubt that my friends 
all around me from all sections of the country 
are very glad to hear it, and probably they be- 
lieved it before, for 1 do not think there is any 
particular ill feeling on the part of one section of 
the country against another. There are individu- 
als in all sections who are mean enough to be 
local and personal and to envy their neighbors 
when they see them prosper; but those individ- 
uals are few, and they form exceptions to the 
general rule. 

Now, sir, this question is a very simple one, 
and I propose to state it and leave it there. The 
Senator from Kentucky says that there is no 
doubt about it; that nothing can be said on the 
other side; that no reason exists for these boun- 
ties; and therefore it is a plain matter. I have 
heard that said before; it has been repeated over 
and over again from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and always unsuccessfully, up to the 
present time. The grounds on which these boun- 
ties were first given are very evident. The fish- 
ing interest is and always will be a poor interest; 
that is to say, an interest carried on by a poor 
class of people; it is in its nature hard; it is ne- 
cessarily precarious, not leading to wealth, hardly 
to a bare sustenance, and attended with great ex- 
posufe and great danger; and yet upon the sea- 
coast, near where fish abound, it will always be 
found that a certain class of adventurous persons 
will engage in that pursuit, sometimes from the 
love of adventure, the love of the excitement of 
the thing itself, sometimes from education and 
tradition; various motives of that kind enter into 
it. That hag been the case upon the coast of New 
England. 

Government took that into consideration in 
early times; they looked at the thing as it stood. 
It had been the policy of England, and itis to this 
day, to give high bounties to encourage fishing 
upon these very shores. They owna large share 
of the provinces ‘where are the very best fishing 
grounds, and they deem it of importance to their 
national power and their national wealth to en- 
courage the business, to support and sustain it. 
So it is with the French, who own two of the best 
fishing stations on that coast. They also give 
very high bounties, for the simple reason that they 
think it has a very important and powerful effect 
in building up their marine to have as large a class 
of menas possible engaged in this most adventur- 
ousand dangerous pursuit. Itisa fact well known 
that there is no navigation in the world that is 
equal in its dangers to the fishing upon these 
coasts. Lidble to sudden storms, the greatest 
nautical skill, the greatest courage, and the great- 
est carelessness as to exposure are required; and 
these qualities are found there. The numerous 
shipwrecks and losses, the destruction that occurs 
every year in this pursuit, have proved that most 
abundantly. There is no dispute about it. Yet 
these men remain poor. They make, as was said in 
the last war with Great Britain, the very best sail- 
ors in the world. They are hardy, adventurous, 
bold,among the very bravest men that can be found 
exposed to the perils of thesea. Senators are prob- 
ably aware that the Constitution, which won so 
much glory for us in the last war with Great Bri- 
tain, was manned almost exclusively by Marble- 
head sailors picked up on a sudden emergency, 
acall made, a crew found out of the fishermen, 
and they navigated that vessel and fought the bat- 


tles which she won. There are numerous other 
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instances, not so striking as that, perhaps, but 


almest equally remarkable in our history. 


Mr. FOSTER. Commodore Hull had been a | 


fisherman himself whena boy. — 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. lt was deemed, 
for these reasons, by those who went before us, 
the men of the Revolution and the men who suc- 
ceeded to the Revolution, wise men as they were 
considered in their day, Mr. Jefferson being one 
of the leading men and the first to recommend the 
system of which we speak—not so wise, to be 
sure, as we are; of course hey cannot be con- 
sidered so, [laughter;] not so familiar with what 
is for the good of the nation as the men of the 
present day, judging from the estimate which we 
seem to have of ourselves, but in the eyes of 
others perhaps quite equal to us in statesmanship 
and wisdom—they thought it was best for them, 
in a country like this, to build up such a class of 
men, to encourage them, to sustain them, and to 
have them always ready at call; and it has been 
found even in this war that we have drawn a 
large number of men from that very source to 
navigate our vessels of war. Many of our best 
shipmasters, men who are now serving in the 
Navy as masters, and masters’ mates, and en- 
signs, are men that were educated in these very 
fisheries, and they have done much of what has 


been done in achieving the successes we have had | 


in the Navy. 

There was one other ground which seemed to 
our ancestors a matter of justice. We had in 
those times pretty heavy duties on salt, and we ex- 
a a good deal of fish. We have pretty much 
c 


ost the foreign market now, | understand, owing | 
to causes which are obvious to everybody at pres- | 


ent. In the first place, I believe & drawback was 
given for the salt duties; but it was found very 
difficult to ascertain precisely whatthatwas. As 
the salt duties went down that ground failed, and 
the argument was on the part of Colanel Benton 
and some others, that there being no duties on salt 
there was no occasion for the bounties. The 
bounties took the place of the drawback precisely. 
Instead of giving a drawback, the Government 
simply gave a bounty on the tonnage with a view 
to cover this loss. Now look athow we stand, be- 
cause the events ofa nation sometimes return upon 
it. Weare nowin war and want sailors; we are 
now in war and want money; and we impose very 
heavy duties on salt. 1 am informed, and look- 
ing into the duties as they stand, | presume it to 
be true—the estimate has been made by one of 
the collectors in our State—that we pay thirty- 
three cents duty on the salt that is used in every 
quintal of fish, which is one hundred and twelve 
pounds. Now see the disadvantages under which 
this poor class of men labor, The best fisheries 
are right at the doors of the English; they are on 
their own shores. We have a right by the reci- 
procity treaty to go there. They haveall the ad- 
vantages of curing their fish on their own soil. 
We have to navigate to a very considerable dis- 
tance away from home to enter into competition 
with them. They have always received much 
larger bounties than have been paid by this Gov- 
ernment. They pay noduty on theirsalt. Thus 
the difference is so great that our men lately, 
as | am informed, have been in the habit of cur- 
ing their fish there because they get their salt 
cheaper, and then bringing their fish home; but 
at this very session we have passed a law making 
them pay the duty on the salt that they bring home 
in the shape of cured fish. Then we have taken 
away that benefit from them. These fishermen 
stand, therefore, exposed to these disadvantages. 
The fishing of France and England is at the door 
of their colonies on their own shores; they have 
no duties to pay on their salt when they cure 
their fish; and we have heavy duties to pay. The 
result of all that is that they have driven us out 
of foreign markets. 

Now, look a little further. We have made a 
reciprocity treaty with Great Britain. By that 
we admit their fish duty free into our own mar- 
kets to compete with us. Our fishermen must go 
all that distance to catch their fish and bring them 
home at these disadvantages, and at a very much 
lower rate of bounty than is paid by the French 
and English Governments; when they bring them 
home to our own markets they pay thirty-three 
cents a quintal duty on the salt put into them, 
while the people in the British provinces take the 








fish at their own doors, bring them into our mar- 
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| . . . 
| kets without any duty, under the reciprocity 


|| treaty, and drive us out of our own market; and 


| you propose, in addition to all that, to repeal the 
small bounty that is paid. 

| If itis thought advisable to break down this 
| interest entirely, to drive these men off the ocean, 
to say that the policy which Great Britain and 
France deemed to be a wise one in reference to 
their own fisheries and their own nurseries for sea- 
men, is no policy for us, that we do not need it 
and that therefore we will drive them out entirely, 
let the Senate of the United States and the House 
of Representatives of the United States so decide. 
For my own part [ am not convinced that it 
| would be a wise policy even in time of war. The 
argument is that we ought to save this money. 
It has been decided over and over again here with 
reference to other interests that the time has not 
yet come in thiscountry when, even if it is atime 
of war, we cannot sustain interests that are im- 
| portant and valuable in regard to keeping the 
country in its present position. If the rule and 
argument applied to all other interests is not to 
be applied here, so be it. 

Senators, I do not stand here to beg money for 
New England. I do notask iteven forthe poor- 
est class of our community, which is the fisher- 
men. If you think they are of no value to the 
country, if you think this interest is of no value 
to the country in any shape or form, that nc ben- 
efit is derived from it, and that this is a mere pit- 
tance dealt out to the people of New England to 
keep them alive, vote according to your opinions 
upon that subject. I do not look at it in that 
way. If I did, | would vote with you. Butl 
repeat that | hope you will be disposed to look 
at the question as statesmen,and not in the light 
in which my friend from Kentucky seems to look 
at it and represent it, as a mere matter not worth 
considering, and not having an argument or view 
either from history or fact to sustain it. 

Mr. DAVIS. | did not intend to say a word 
on the subject of the repeal of the fishing boun- 
ties at this time. J said on a former occasion 
everything that I wished to say in regard to it, 
and would not now speak on the amendment 
offered by my colleague to-day but for the per- 
sonal notice of me by the Senator from Maine, 
{[Mr. Mornritt,}] which make® it incumbent on 
me to say something. I shall be short, and I 
will endeavor to restrict myself merely to the 
subject under consideration and to some personal 
remarks made by that Senator. 

The Senator charged me with having gone into 
the dark holes of history and having dug up nar- 
ratives of facts that were derogatory to New Eng- 
land. Ido not pretend to recite his language; | 
only give the substance of what he said, accord- 
ing to my best and general recollection of it. He 
of course referred to a speech that | made some 
few weeks back in the Senate, and which I was 
delivering in the course of two days. In that 
speech | spoke nothing of New England gener- 
ally. I adverted to the history of Massachusetts 
particularly and specially; and | said nothing in 
relation to any other of the New England States 
except two, and what relates to those States was 
in short paragraphs, which I will ask the privi- 
lege to read. 1 was reviewing the history of 
Massachusetts in the war of 1812, and the sup- 
port which that State then gave to Mr. Madison’s 
Administration in waging that war, when | used 
this language: 

‘* Sir, there is another specimen of Massachusetts loyal- 
ty: the Governor of Massachusetts having refused to order 
the militia of that State into the service of the United States, 
some of the patriotic people of the district of Maine volun- 
teered, and were placed by the President under the com- 
mand of General William King. In the year 1813 the Le- 

islature of that State passed a resolution inquiring of 
General King whether he had accepted any agency or com- 
mission from the United States, or received from them any 
arms or munitions by order of the President of the United 
States. General King replied: 

“¢The volunteers who tendered their services to the 
President for the defense of their country were accepted 
and organized, and have been furnished with arms on ap- 
plication to the General Government. Soon after the com- 
mencement of the present war, when the services of the 
detached militia were withheld from the General Govern- 
ment, | aided the War Department in organizing such a 
volunteer corps as was considered necessary for the de- 
fense of this district. After two regiments were organized 
the services of such a number of companies were offered 
as would have made three other regiments, if necessary. 


| As a citizen of the United States I have duties to perform 
| as well as a citizen of the State in this just and holy war.’ 





A response worthy the friend of thatuiten-tried and ruc 
patriot, John Holmes.” 








> 
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| Maine was then a district, and was attached in its 
|| local government to the State of Massachusetts. | 
| have read all that I said in relation to Maine in that 
| speech. If the Senacor from Maine considers that 
what I have read—and it was all that I said in rela- 
| tion to Maine in thatspeech—brings shame and re- 
| proach upon the people of Maine or upon the his- 
| tory of Maine, I dissent entirely from his position. 
|| L have no doubt that many people of Massachu- 
setts had at the time the estimate of this conduct 
|| of General King and of the volunteer militia of the 
district of Maine who entered the service of the 
United States under his command, that would be 
only reference in this speech to any other State of 
| New England than the States of Massachusetts 
and Maine: 
i 
| 
| 


| 
characterized by the language used to-day by the 
Senator from Maine. If he chooses to form that 
estimate of the conduct of General King and of 
the patriotic volunteers of that district who took 
service under him in that holy war in defense of 
| the district of Maine, I dissent entirely from his 
| Position, from his political ethics, from his sense 
| of patriotism, If that is not the estimate whieh 
| he places upon the conduct of General King and 
| of his patriotic soldiers, there is no ground of 
| complaint even with him against me for anything 
that I said of the people of Maine in the speech 
to which he referred. 
Now, | will read.a short paragraph that is the 
‘‘ This traitorous Governor Strong and his coadjutors in 
Massachusetts procured the weak and corrupt Governor 
of Vermont, Chittenden, to take their position, that it was 
the exclusive right of the Governors of the States to decide 
whether a@@i when there existed an exigency that required 
the State militia to be put into the service of the United 
States, and to issue an infamous proclamation command- 
ing the volunteer militia of Vermont to march back from 
Plattsburgh, whither they had rushed to defend that place 





| against the assault of one of the most formidable British 

| armies that was assembled during the war. The traitors of 
| Massachusetts were loud in their promises to stand by their 
| victim, and to sustain him in their common crime; but 
| their guilty souls shrank from the necessary action. The 


brave and patriotic citizen soldiers of Vermont flung back 
their contempt upon the treasonable missive of their Goy- 
ernor, who was representing not his State, but British teel- 
ings and interests, ‘and remained to cover themselves with 
glory in one of the most brilliant achievementa of the war. 
All honor to the memory of those gallant and true men! 
They were fit representatives of the heroes of Bennington.” 

1 was unconscious, in that just and truthful 
eulogy to the volunteer militia of Vermont, of hav- 


ing in fact offered them or having intended to offer 
| 
| 


| 


| 


them any insult. I deny that the charge made 
by the Senator from Maine against meistrue. I 
deny that I hunted into dark holes for the history 
of the New England States for the purpose of 
rummaging and collecting their dishonoring much 
less their infamous history with a view to reproach 
them with itintheSenate. I did, upon greatand 
antic and repeated provocation, search into the 
uistory of Massachusetts; and that history, ac- 
cording to all the lights and authorities which I 
had been able to cénsult, I presented truthfully 
and frankly to the Senate. If I fellinté any error, 
it would afford me pleasure then and always to 
correct the error and to do justice to that State in 
| any matter whereon | had done her injustice. 
.. But, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is 
|| like many other men in this: itis the revelation of 
| the truth that gravels him. Itis notthe enactment 
| of a degrading history, it is not the performance 
of acts or*the expression of opinions and princi- 
ples that should shame and bring ignominy and 
reproach upon a man ora people to which that 
Senator objects, so much as to the revelation or 
to the reproducing to the memory of that his- 
tory; and his resentment is not against those who 
enacted the history, however infamous and de- 
grading it may be, but it is against those who 
write the story or who recite the story if it has 
been written. Ithinkit would become manliness, 
honor, and truth ifthatSenator would visit the men 
who enacted the history and who did those deeds 
of ignominy with his invective, rather than me 
for having upon great provocation reproduced 
| thgm for the condemnation of the present genera- 
| tion. 
| But, Mr. President, I have a sequel to read of 
|| the history of Massachusetts on the subject of 
| the negro; | will not recite it now, because it is 
] not the most appropriate occasion; but when one 
| of those never-ending negro bills, that has dark- 
|, ened this Senate Chamber during the whole of this 
session und for a good portion of two previous 
, Sessions, is brought up again, I will present the 
sequel of that history. 
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The honorable Senator says that I had changed 


my feelings in relation tothe New England States, | 
and he reproves me for having offered a proposi- | 
tion to organize the six New England States into 

two, and he goes on, and in very just and truth- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAT, GLO 


~ 
| important co 


ern and southern States, without which it would have 


been impossible to have formed a Constitution, Than this | 


there is no factin history better established. New England \| sition of that character that the honorable Sena- 


adheres, as is her right and her, duty, to all the compro- 
mises in her favor; but those beneficial to the South, to 


ful terms, to eulogize the wealth and the resources || my section and State, she has been for many years fiercely 


of New England, and sets forth exultingly the | 


amountof revenue she pays into the United States | destructive frenzy is bent upon the subversion of the Con- 


Treasury. All that was proper enough. He || 


contrasts it with ten of the western States and | 
with Kentucky and thrasts in three or four Ter- | 
ritories as an adjunct of those eight or ten west- 

ern or northwestern States. If the honorable 

Senutor was fond of drawing comparisons he | 
might have found one on the other side of this 
view. He might have compared the six New 
England States with New York, and he would 
have ascertained that New York has a population 
of five or six hundred thousand people more than 
the aggregate ofall the New England States; and 
that the assessed value of the property of New 
York is within a small fraction of the entire aggre- 
gate of that ofall the New England States; and yet 
we have a Constitution that gives to New England 
twelve members of this body and to the State of 
New York but two. If the honorable Senator | 
from Maine and the Senators from New England 
had rested satisfied with the great principles on 
which this Government by its Constitution is 
adjusted in other matters of equally vital import- 
ance, and had been willing to permit that adjust- 
ment to remain undisturbed, | would have tine 
one of the last men in the Senate or out of it to 

have disturbed it by proposing to redue@the"New | 
England States to two, or in any other mode. 





But when each and all of them, seeking to break 
up the fundamental principles of the Constitution | 
and to bring about an extensive and most mis- 
chievous revolution of the Government, if I had 
the power, the New England States should be re- 
duced to two, if not to one. In the disruption 
which she has lent herself to so efficiently it would 
be no injustice, but a proper retribution to her 
and only justice to the other States. 


Now, Mr. President, | will read a paragraph 
or two from a speech that I made upon this sub- 
ject when a similar proposition to the one now 


pending was made by my colleague on another 
bill. I said: 


‘Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of my 
colleague. Whenever I have been in a position heretofore 
to support the policy of these fishing bounties | have voted 
for their continuance. Many years ago I was taught, ses- 
sion after session, by gendemen representing the New Eng- 
land States, that these fisheries were the best nursery of | 
seamen on the globe, and whenever our country should be 
involved in war these adventurous and hardy seamen would 
be ready-trained sons of Neptune to man our ships-of-war 
and privateers, and bear our flag in triumph against all | 


assaulting, against the spirit and letter of the Federal Con 
| stitution, until she has become a unit, and in a spirit of 


stitution and the Union which it formed, to expunge all the 
compromises that protect the rights of theslave States.’ 
| Leconcede that that last paragraph expresses 
the principal motive upon which | now act. There 
never has been a bill before Congress to promote 
justly by incidental duties the industry and man- 
ufactures of New England when I was a member 
of either House, that | have not given it my hearty 
support. The great master in whose school of 
politics [ was taught, and whom I now follow as 
the lamp to my feetand the guide to my path, so 
instructed me. But when New England not only 
becomes so sectional and selfish as to assail the 
| primary and essential interests of other sections 
of the United States, and of my State particularly, 
but undertakes audaciously to disregard the Con- 
stitution and all the guarantees which it gives to 
slave property for the purpose of despoiling its 
owners, she puts herself where she cannot justly 
claim any favors from the representatives of the 
States and the people whom she so deeply wrongs. 
I would not deny to her any right which the law 
would give her, much less those which are guar- 
antied to her by the Constitution. But whether 
these bounties are to be continued or notis nota 
matter of constitutional or legal right; itis a mat- 
ter of continuing a policy from year to year; and 








comers through the battle and the breeze, and in that way 
would compensate the country for the cost it paid for their 
tuition in the form of these bounties. My own State cher 
ished the laurels won by our gallant tars upon oceans and 
lakes with as true national pride as did New England, and 
she voted without grudging these largesses that our coun- 
try might have the first seamanship of the world. 

"The principles and policy of my State, too, as her peo- 
ple were imbued by her great statesmen, were to regard 
every section and every State as equally part of our com- 
mon country, and entitied in their leading interests to the 
same protection and fostering care from the General Gov- 
ernment. Until since New England has become wholly 
sectionalized and selfish, we had cultivated for her feelings 
of fraternal pride, concedifig that she contributed her full 
strare to our national greatness and glory, and we sustained 
the measures and policy that developed her industry, 
wealth, and power, not only as a duty, but with a generous 
and proud satisfaction. We felt that whatever was ag- 
grandizing New England was at the same time bearing 
aloft the United States; and we so regarded every section 
and every State. 

*“We had been taught by New England statesmen to 
consider the seamen formed in those fisheries and sustained 
by these bounties did not belong to that or any other sec- 
tion, but, like the graduates of West Point, to be the prop- 
erty of the nation at large ; and that when they took post 


when a State or a section forgets comity and jus- 
tice, the claims of common nationality, and the 
guarantees which the Constitution of the United 
States gives to the property of a great section of 
the country, and of my State particularly, and ex- 
pects me to come up with a liberal and national 
spirit and return generosity and bounty for evil 
and ruin, there will bedisappointment. No, sir, 
{ would establish a countervailing policy. If I 
could I would repeal to-night all the protection 
which New England oe receives from the 
legislation of Congress, and I would do it upon 
the principle of acountervailing policy. 1 would 
teach her and na people and her statesmen that 
if they expect a liberal, a protecting, a national, 
and American policy from other States, they must 
extend the same principles and the same spirit to 
those States. 

| hold thgt the right of the State of Kentucky 
to adhere to slavery is just as irrefragable and as 
true, on legal and constitutional principles, as was 
the right of Massachusetts or any other State to 
abolish slavery. | hold that New England has 
no more right to abolish slavery in the State of 
Kentucky than Kentucky has a right to reéstab- 
lish slavery in New England. I hold that the 
General Government, in any of its departments, 
in any of its authorities or offi¢ers, civil or mili- 
tary, or in its totality, has no right to strike the 
shackles from a slave. That power appertains 
to the States respectively, and their people alone, 
asa part of their reserved sovereignty, which they 
never did and never would have surrendered to 
the Government of the United States. With the 
exception of the Senator from Massachusetts who 
hails from Boston—and | have no doubt he thinks 
he is big enough to represent a continent, [laugh- 
ter,] though I should dissent from him on that 
point—with the exception of that honorable Sen- 
ator, 1 know none other in this body that is so 
ultra, so radical, so unconstitutional, so utterly 
reckless and disregardful of the Constitution, as 
the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. Mor- 
RILL,] on all questions connected with slavery. 


on the decks of our ships-of-war they were not to be ered- || Fyrom the time of the introduction of the measure 


ited to New England or any State, bat to the United States. 
But since the States of New England have, during this 
civil war, unanimeusty claimed and each is to receive the 
benefit of having her seamen computed in the quota of sol- 
diery she is to furnish to the war, one of the chief arga- 
ments for the continuance of these bounties is removed, 

“Another cogent one when they were first established 
was, that our marie, both military and mercantile, was 
then in its Infaney, and these bounties were necessary 
stimulants to foster it against the severe competition of 
other maritime Powers. This argument was then entitled 
to and received much consideration, but time and the great 
growth ef our Navy have shorn it of all force. 

“But the present political position of New Engtand, 
whieh she has been gradually approaching for many years, 
until at length she is absorbed by it, is, what chiefly de 
termines me to vote for the repeal of these fishing boun- 
tics. The Federal Constitution was formed upon several 


to abolish slavery in this District, which ex-Presi- 
dent Fillmore condemned thenasanentering wedge 
that was to lead to a policy of mischief and en- 
craachment upon State rights, the evils and results 
of which no imagination could foretell, there has 
been no proposition that went to ae slavery, 
to impinge upon or weaken the rights of the slave- 
holder or of the slave States, to exalt the slave, 
the negro, to the level of the white race, or to de- 

de it to the inferior position where the God of 
nature has placed the negro, and to raise him from 
that to an equality with the white race, in which 
all the puny efforts of fanatics and fools, from the 
creation to the present time, have failed, and will 


\| 
\| ' 

ernmert has no more power or authority over my 
i 





denominated, could with more reason have taken 


_ _May 31. 





ncessions and compromises between the north- | continue to fail until the omnipotent Creator shall 


| reconstruct the negro—there has been no propo- 


| tor from Maine has not made haste to support. 
Now, I gay to him that I have the same legal 


|| and constitutional right to my slave that he has 


to his Jand or his horse; that the General Gov- 


slave than it has over his horse or his land, or 
my horse or my land. Every class of property 
has the same legal guarantees under the Federal 
Constitution. Any description of property may 
be taken for public use, as well negroes as any 
other kind; and neither that nor any other de- 
scription of property can be taken from the owner 
except for public use, and that upon the indis- 
pensable condition that he shall have just com- 
pensation for his property. This right is guaran- 
tied by an express provision, in the form of an 
amendment, of the Federal Constitution; and it 
applies in the same force to negro and every de- 
scription of property. There is no position more 
false than that military necessity in time of war 
invests the President with the power to abrogate 
that provision of the Constitution, or to free 
slaves, generally or particularly, which would be 
its practical abrogation. This new-born heresy, 
‘military necessity,”’ as President Lincoln 
claims and exercises it, is the sum of all political 
and military villainies, to adopt a phrase which 
is sometimes used in this Chamber by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] and it is 
no less absurd than it is villainous. How would 
this doctrine of military necessity have been 
treated by Chancellor Kent, Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, Judge Shaw, Judge Tilghman, orany other 
able judge or jurist? 

The question of property in slaves has been 
brought ina multitude of cases before the Su- 
preme Court and other courts, national and State, 
and invariably they decided and maintained the 
principle that the owner of a slave had a property 
in him, and, like any other property it was pro- 
tected by the Constitution and laws, and its inva- 
sion would be redressed in the same mode in the 
courts. ' 

We had two hundred and fifty thousand slaves 
in Kentucky. Your war has not been upon the 
rebellion for the last two years so much as it has 
been upon slavery; and the reason that McCle!- 
lan was nat sustained when he was on the Penin- 
sula like Grant is now sustained, was that he 
would have brought the war to too speedy acon- 
clusion for the purposes of the Administration 
and the supporters of the war, ove of them being 
to abolish slavery everywhere; and that was the 
reason that he was displaced from his position. 
Our slaves were worth $150,000 ,000 at the least. 
I suppose that in horses and ships and lumber, 
and other articles of property necessary for the 
consumption of the Army, Maine had an equal 
amount of property. Suppose that he who is at 
the other end of Pennsylvania avenue had said, 
as he did say, “I have a right to do anything 
that promises to bring this war to a conclusion; 
military necessity clothes me with every power; 
authorizes me to take all property, and do every 
act which I may think will tend to bring this war 
to a successful conclusion;’’ could he not, under 
that vast warrant of power, have seized all that 
property of Maine? His power, our Solonsays, 
fluctuates; it expands and contracts. It is not to 
be sought for in the fundamental law of govern- 
ment, the Constitution, in its language, and pro- 
visions, and spirit; but it springs out of the con- 
dition of things, out of the military exigencies 
of the country. What greater exigency for the 
country in the prosecution of this war than that 
it should have ships, and all sorts of military 
supplies, provisions, horses, arms, money, that 
supplies every sinew of war? 

The President upon his principle, if it may be so 


the ships, timber, horses, and other,material for 
ship-building and ——— necessary for the 
supply and use of the Army found in the State of 
Maine, as slave negroes, and with a great deal 
more, beeause he has substituted the inferior negro 
for the superior white man, the higher and nobler 
race animated by the love of constitutional gov- 
ernment and liberty, by the loftiest inspirations 
of patriotism. Soldiers of this class, of the high- 
est of all the types of man, upon a constitutional 
system of policy could long since have been com- 
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manded in abundance to have brought this war 
to a close. 

But President Lincoln confounds matters and 
questions of legislative expediency and policy, 
varying with changing circumstances and exi- 
gencies, and which within certain limits would be 
constitutional, but which are purely of a legisla- 
tive character, and therefore belong exclusively to 
Congress, and seeks to usurp them to himself in 
an extent subversive ofevery principle, limitation, 
restriction, and guarantee of rights and liberties 
assured by the Constitution, under the pretext of 
militury necessity. No claim of power ever sur- 
passed this in absurdity, audacity, and destruc- 
tiveness of constitutional government and popular 
rights and liberty. . y 

But suppose under this vague indefinite power 
of military necessity, this sum of all tone ab- 
surdities and political villainies, he had said to 
the State of Maine, *‘ The condition of the coun- 
try, the exigencies of the military and naval ser- 
vice require that I shall have all your ships, all 
your ship-building material, all your korses, all 
your manufactured products; they are necessary 
and they can be appropriated to the use of the 
Army; therefore I will take them. I will take 
them under this imaginary power of military ne- 


them.’? What then would M&ve been the lan- 
guage of the Senator from Maine? He would 
ave made as resolute and as uncompromising a 
protest against that enormous and absurd and 
most tyrannical ao as | when it seeks to seize 
on the slaves of my State. | have the same 
guarantees of Constitution and law to my prop- 
erty that he and his constituents have to theirs, 
And yet, sir, military tyrants, tools of usurpers, 
unfledged ensigns and military provosts come 
through the country, seize upon the slaves of 
loyal men, and when the officer of the law with 
its process appears at the encampment to execute 
the process of the law, myrmidons with fixed 
bayonets are sent forth, and they prick the officer 
of the law with the process of a sovereign State 
in a matter over which it has supreme and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction, by brute violence from the 
execution of its mandate. 1 have witnessed that 
scene myself; and, sohelp me Heaven, if I had 
been Governor of the State of Kentucky, or a 
commander of a Kentucky regiment, | then and 
there would have made the question by the issue 
of battle, and 1 would do it to-morrow if | was 
in a position so to act. 

Here are New York and New England and the 
eastern States that have a vast amount of aggre- 
gated capital in the form of bank stocks and man- 
ufacturing stocks and other stocks, safety fund 
banks aon savings banks. Whatmore necessar 
to enable his majesty the Emperor Abraham 
to carry on warthan money? Why thenshould 
he come to Congress and ask for the levy of taxes 
if military necessity vests him with the power 
to do everything, to command anything and any 
agency that the exigencies of war may demand? 
There is no greater necessity or power of war than 
money. hy does he come to Congress and ask 
Congress to assess taxes? Why, instead of calling 
out seventy-five thousand men for three months, 
did he not call out a million during the war, at the 
outset? Why did he trouble himself with the de- 
lay and the debates and the discordant views and 
clashing arguments of Congress at all? If the 
magic power of military necessity gives hima right 
to override the Constitution and all its provisions 
and guarantees, why did not he go on in the most 
summary and energetic manner to execute this vast 
power and bring this rebellion to a close at once? 
Sir, he has no such power, There is no-greater 
absurdity to a well-ordered and well-read legal 
mind than that the President is clothed with any 
power of necessity that will enable him to trample 
under foot one single provision of the Constitu- 
tion. He is the creature of the Constitution, He 
is legally and legitimately its slave; itis his master. 

The man has never spoken or lived who can 
prove by any provision of the Constitution, or by 
any principle, or by any argument to be deduced 
logically and fairly from it, that he has any such 
power as this vast, gigantic, all-con uering, and 
all-crushing power of military necessity which he 
has the audacity to claim, ‘This modern emper- 


or, this Tiberius, a sort of a Tiberius, and his Se- | 
janus, a sort of a Sejanus, the head of the War | 


Department, are organizing daily their military | 
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courts to try civilians, to try men not engaged in 
the military or naval service of the United States, 
or in the militia of the States in the actual service, 
and not for military offenses either, but for civil 
offenses. The honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] put a case the other day 
that in i's features was shocking; but ow? mem- 
ber of that court-martial who was engaged in try- 
ing that barbarian in Tennessee under martial law 
and convicting him of homicide in the form of 
manslaughter or murder was a trespasser. I 
might see a man, a ruffian, an assassin in the 
most wanton and unprovoked manner make an 
assault upon the Senator from Massachusetts. 
He might slay him. If in the act of slaying him 
1 could interfere so as to save his life, 1 would be 
authorized to take the life of the assailant; but 
when the deed was consummated, if it was but 
for one instant of time, if I then slew the assail- 
ant, I myself would be a murderer; and any in- 
telligent and independent court in America would 
so instruct a jury trying me upon an indictment 
for murder. Sir, it is only in cases arising in the 
military and naval service of the United States, 
or in the militia when in the actual service of the 
United States, that a military court by military 
law, martial or any other kind, can assume juris- 


Whenever a citizen is charged with an offense, 
and that citizen is not in the Army or Navy, and 
doubly so where the offense is not of a military 
character, the military or naval court have no 
more jurisdiction over the subject than would the 
honorable Senator from Maine and myself. Sup- 
pose we were to interfere and organize ourselves 
into a court to try the case and sentence the man 
as a murderer to be hung, and direct our myrmi- 
dons to take him off and hang him; we should be 
murderers although he had murdered a man but 
the moment before. Sir, I want one labor of love 
before I die. 1 want the President of the United 
States, | want his Secretary of War, I wantsome 
of his high officers in military command to bring 
a civilian to a military execution,and me to have 
the proud privilege of prosecuting them for mur- 
der, 

This principle has often been tested in Eng- 
land, and it was tested in the case of Governor 
Wall, as I said here on a fornier occasion, the 
military commander of the colony of Angora, in 
Afriea, He there had a soldier arraigned, a man 
in the military service of his Majesty, for a mili- 


cessity, and you shall have no compensation for diction of a crime and a criminal. 


tary offense, and the drum-head court-martial | 


condemned him to receive eight hundred stripes. 
The Governor was presentand gave directions for 
its being laid on, and when the vigor of blows 
was about relaxing he stimulated them to strike 
harder and with more force. The man did not 


die immediately, but did in a few hours from the | 


atrocious punishment. Twenty years afterwards 
Governor Wall returned to England. He was 
indicted for murder, although he had had that 
man sentenced by adrum-head court-martial, and 
the sentence literally executed under which he 
died. Lord Loughborough tried the case, and 
he charged the jury that it was murder, and the 


jury found a verdict that it was murder, and the | 
felon governor was condemned to die the death 


of a murderer. 

Sir, I want this war to close for one great, grand, 
moral reason, and the reign of liberty and of well- 
regulated liberty restored. I want the reign of 


the Constitution and of the laws and of the civil | 
courts once more to’ be resumed in this enslaved | 


country of ours, in allits majesty, grandeur, and 
power. I want these high delinquents, such as 
Abraham Lincoln, and Stanton, and thousands 


of others that I could name, brought to trial in | 


our civil courts under the civil law, and the court 
presided over by such judges as Holt and Hale, 
ayd others who hav@adorned the English and 
American vench, 


I want the law and its just | 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


| 





retribution to be visited upon these great delin- | 


quents. I would sooner, if | had the power, bring 

about such an atonement as that than 

put down the rebellion. It would be # greater 

victory in favor of freedom and constitutional lib- 
| erty,a thousand-fold, of all the people of America 

besides, than the subjugation of the rebel States 
could possibly be, 

Mr. President, Franklin once said that our sins 
and our debts were greater than any of us took 
| them to be; and I find that whenever I get up to 
| speak, I do not care on what subject, my speech 


would even | 


| 


° - 
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runs to a much greater length than I intended it 
should. At the time I rose I thought I would 
make a few remarks in reply to the honorabie 
Senator from Maine, for whom I have great per- 
sonal respect, indeed; and my only regret is that 
he has not more respect for the Constitution of 
his country and the rights of other States than he 
has. I think that if he and all New England had 
been of a less meddling and less aggressive and 
less—I had almost said selfish and fanatical dis- 
position, but { might call him up again. | will 
not trespass longer on the Senate, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire, sir, to submit 
a few remarks in favor of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Pow- 
ELL,} and | propose to confine myself as far as 
I can to the subject under consideration. 

The very argument used by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Morritt] in favor of a continuation 
of these bounties is a good reason why they 
should not be continued. He says that they have 
had them for eighty years. Any interest inthis 
country that cannot sustain itself after it has been 
sustained by the Government for eighty years 
ought not to be continued, 

in a discussion that we had on this subject at 
the last session of Congress it was admitted by 
the gentlemen who insist that these bounties shall 
he continued, that of all the persons in the naval 
service of the United States two thirds of them 
received their education in the mercantile marine 
and not under this fishing bounty. It was ad-. 
mitted during the progress of that debate, and I 
presume it will not be denied now, that those per- 
sons who were drawn from the mercantile marine 
were just as good sailors as those that had been 
engaged in the fisheries. Why is it then that we 
pay $400,000 every year to keep up these fish- 
eries when we can get just as good naval seamen 
from our mercantile marine to which we pay no 
bounties ? e 

And, Mr. President, there is another reason. 
You have lost during the progress of this rebel- 
lion one fifth of the tonnage of the country, while 
the decrease in the amount of bounties that you 
pay for these figheries is very small. While your 
mercantile marihe has suffered very greatly, this 
interest that has been fostered for eighty years 
by the Government bounty that you draw from 
the hard hands and toil of my constituents has 
decreased but very little. Is there any necessity, 
then, when there is such ascarcity of money, such 
a demand for it, why the Government should at- 
tempt to educate seamen at this enormous ex- 
pense when they can get justas good from the 
mercantile marine? There is no reason that can 
be urged why this should be done. 

But, sir, it is said that we must not touch these 
persons; that they have rights which have been 
respected for many years. Mr. President, we 
are at this moment taxing every interest in the 
country for the purpose of Keep a6 up the public 
credit and keeping our Army fed and clothed in 
the field.. You tax articles to-day so that you 
have driven them from use throughout this coun- 
try, that had become articles of necessity; that 
had never been taxed before since the foundation 
of the Government. A gentleman suggests that 
you are taxing whisky and tobacco. It isayowed 
on the floor of the Senate that you intend to draw 

our revenue mainly from those two articles. 
You are taxing them five hundred per cent. more 
than you did a year ago; but you say we must 
not touch this bounty that we pay the seamen. 
It would be infinitely cheaper to-day, it would 
have been infinitely cheaper at any time during 
our past history, to have bought out the fisheries, 
to have bought all the craft that have been sailed 
there, rather than to pay these bounties to them. 

Mr. President, every portion of the country is 
making sacrifices now to maintain the publiccredit; 
and why is it, for what purpose, what beneficial 
ourpose of the Government are we to pay these 
boesian and keep up this little fishing party that 
goes up there and draws its support | apprehend 
mainly from the Government? I have no great 
anxiety or fear in reference to this subject. The 
bounties may not be repealed to-day; but when 
you come to lay the hand of taxation upon our 
people, when they come to examine and explore 
what has become of the money, they will begin 
to make alittle noise about this; after a while they 


| will begin to inquire what becomesevery year of 


$400,000. They will be told that it has gone to. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 31, 


the people of Massachusetts and Maine—for I || expend the same energy and show the same spirit 1 for us to make a treaty with England and permit 


believe they are the two States that are particu- 


larly interested in it—for catching fish down near | 


Newfoundland, or in that neighborhood. Our 
people will not be contentand satisfied to pay this 
amount as bounty to them when they are being 
taxed upon every article that they use, every ar- 
ticle that they produce, when they are toiling 
from early light until the stars come at night to 
get the money to make the payment to carry on 
their Government. The time is corring, and com- 
ing very speedily, when you will not be able to 
pay out this bonus. I shall vote for the amend- 
ment and vote for it whenever it is proposed now 
and hereafier during my continuance in Congress. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. President, perhaps 


Iam myself not quite old enough, perhaps I am || 

| New England sailor is; and | know that any man 
|| trained to a fishing-smack on the northeast coast 
| must have the high qualities of a true sailor; such 
| experience would out of a semi-coward make a 


not sufficiently long a member of this body to 
act the censor in the Senate; but I will take occa- 
sion to say, notwithstanding, that when gentlemen 
from the hills and valleys and the wide-wooded 


plains of Kentucky undertake disparagingly to 
discuss the morale and particular quality of the peo- 
ple of the hills of New England, in doing this they 
do not well. And again, when from the tall pine | 


woods of Maine a Senator echoes backa response 


in the same spirit of coe he does not well. | 


In ail these discussions soun 
conclusions are lost or not observed; or if for the 
moment observed, for the multitudinousness of 
talk not noted. This is a matter to be regretted 
by all who look at the serious business of legis- 
Jntion and understand that it is a grave office we 
have in hand here as Senators of a great people. 


j oy for this occasion be censor for thus much. | 


Now, with regard to this present question, that 


of the fishing bounties on our northeastern coast, | 


I might make a comparison with an interest in 
my own State by starting the inquiry, is it notas 
well to promote the bringing out of the yellow 
gold from the rugged mountains of the West as 
drawing up the fish from the bottoms of the sea 


on our northeastern shores? And is there not 
equal reason for promoting the mines of the mount- 
ains as the mines of the sea? But that would 
be stating antagonistic propositions; and while I 
am inclined to think that both would be right, the 
denial of one does not prove that the other is 
wrong. I am’ inclined to think, and havealways 
been inclined to think, that the policy of building 


up a body of men trained to dare the sea from boy- | 


hood until manhood and from manhood until old 
age on our northeastern shores was a policy that 


would aid us in securing what we have aimed at | 


from anearly day, the empire of the seas as against 
Great Britain and all the Governments of Europe. 
I thought ita wise policy long since. We are not 
n people limited to asingle interest. The tobacco 


of Kentucky, the corn of Illinois, the gold of Cal- | 


ifornia, the manufactures of New England, the 
commerce of the seas, the wealth of other lands, 
our rule at home, our policy abroad; these inter- 
ests and considerations furnish the materials for 
a large policy, worthy of a great nation; and in 
my contemplation of the considerations that 
should govern our action I embrace them all. 

On the northeastern shores of New England 
we have, from an early day, even from a period 
as early as the Revolution, sought to raise up a 
body of hardy, fearless seamen, men who could 
ard would maintain our flag first on the seas. 
Our northeastern coast is a school for seamen 
better than that at Newport or Annapolis. Itis 
a schoo] where men learn fearlessly to face and 
firmly to triumph over peril. The man who 
learns to plant the prow of his frail smack against 
the storm-lashed waves of the northwestern At- 
lantic must be a brave man—one of such men 
as were the Vikings who, from the stormy coast 
of Norway, came down and swept the coast of 
Europe. 

1 understand this interest in that sense; itis a 
school for seamen. It is a school for men who 
will hold the helm firmest when the storm blows 
wildest, and who, with Long Tom Coffin, stand 
by the last plank, [ understand it to bea school 
for a class of men of that kind that have made 
and will continue to make our Navy in times of 
war one unequaled for skill, daring, and success. 

I had occasion to vote on this question at a 
former time, some ten or twelve years since. | 
then entertained the opinions I now express. I 
have been a little jealous, I may say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, for the reason that while we outin the West 


argument and true | 





in developing another equivalent necessary to our 


| Government, it is not protected butis taxed. My 


| own opinion is that that is a legitimate subject of 


protection and not of taxation; but two wrongs 
do not make a right, and if the Government does | 
not look as kindly as it ought upon the interest | 
which I more particularly represent, it is no rea- | 
son why it should not look kindly upon another 


| interest that should justly be protected. 


| age. It has been so through all time, and is so 


| been well bestowed; not as a favor to New Eng- 





{ have never lived upon the eastern shore of 
this continent. 


sailor is, and | know what they have done from 
the eee of our Government, from the war 


of independence, until now; and I know what a 


courageous man. The sea is the school of cour- 


to-day. For myself 1 think these fishing boun- 
ties have not been ill bestowed; I think they have 


land, not as a favor to Massachusetts, not as a 
favor to Maine, but as building up a class of men 
to maintain our honor and our flag upon the seas 
when the time of peril shall come. I donot know 
how many here have been tempest-tossed on the 
wide sea, when the crested waves seemed snow- 
capped, mountain-high, when it required hearts 
of fire and armsof iron to struggle with the angry 
elements. Those who have can understand that 
the master ofa fishing-smack whodares the storms 
of the northeast coast dares more than he who 
carries a vessel out of the port of New York to 
Havre or Liverpool or who doubles Cape Horn. 
A class of brave, bold men are raised in these 
fisheries, and | am glad they are being raised, for 
we shall have use of them in a very short time. 
There is a great war beforeus. The chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations may ignore 
it; gentlemen here may ignore it; itmay be ignored 
or dodged by many persons; but itis in our path; 
it cannot be avoided; it is inevitable; it is written 
in the book; we have to front and meet a war with 
the most aspiring State in Europe. The Ameri- 
can people have already declared war with France. 
All required now is some of the forms of office. 
It should have been invited by us long ere this 
time; and if we had true manly courage it would 
have been invited. We have lost strength, we 
have lost tone, we have lost character, we have 
lost dignity as a people by seeming acquiescence 
in the outrage of France upon our shores. But 
if we are slow weare not the less sure. War with | 
France is one of our inevitable fates; it has to | 








ocean as we will drive her from our continent. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, atan ear- 
lier stage in this session | voted for a proposition 
to abolish these fishing bounties. [had not then 
examined the question very fully. Since that my 
attention has been turned to one or two facts, and 
1 am willing now to vote to abolish the fishing 
bounties upon the condition that the reciprocit 
treaty with Great Britain shall terminate. e 
passed a law this session, I think, providing that 
this bounty should not be paid until the fisher- 
men or the parties claiming it should establish to 
the satisfaction of the ‘Treasury Department the 
fact that they had paid into the Treasury the duty 
imposed ot law apon the salt used in curing the 
fish taken by them, and for which they claimed 
the bounty. f am told by those who are con- 
versant with the facts that phat duty amounts to 
jast about as much as the™Bounty. Under the 
treaty of 1854, commonly called the reciprocity 
treaty, fish of all kiuds are received into this 
country from the British provinces free of duty, 
and as the people in those provinces do not have to 
pay a duty upon the salt they use, they have a 
great advantage over our fishermen. They have 
at least the advantage of the duty which our men 
have to pay upon the salt used in curing their | 
fish, and this amounts, I am told, to as much as | 
the sum which is paid as bounty under the law | 
as it now stands. 

Mr. JOHNSON. About the same. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 


ee 


| 


1 


| 
| 


it 


| 

| hardly know what New Eng- 

land is; I have visited it but for a brief period | 
twice in my life; but 1 know what the American 


———— 


come; and then, then I want the Vikings from 
our northeastern coast to man our ships, spread 
our sails upon all the seas, drive France from the 


I do not think it is fair || 


it to stand, by which we give their people who 
are engaged in one particular branch of trade an 
advantage over our own people who are engaged 
in the same trade; and until that treaty is term- 
inated I think it is legitimate and proper that we 
should allow these bounties to stand as they have 
stood for a long number of years. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that New England is illiberal to the other 
portions of the Union. As the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Morrirt] said, we of the West 
have asked for a great many measures which 
have tended directly to the developmentand pros- 
perity of the West; and since I have been here 
I have found that, with now and then an excep- 
tion, the Representatives and Senators from New 
England have been liberal and generous in the 
support they have given to those measures, and 
there is no earthly reason why they should not, 
for their people go as far as the settlements of 
this country go. I do not agree with the Senator 
from Kentucky in regarding this asa purely sec- 
tional question. We are one country, and when 
we foster or sustain the interests of one portion 
of the country, we are so intimately connected 
together that we can but benefit the interests of 
the whole people. » 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buckalew, Conness, Davis, Grimes, 
Hendricks, Nesmith, Powell, Richardson, Saulsbury, Sher- 
man, and Trumbull—11. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doo- 


little, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Howard, Howe, John- 
son, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 


; Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, Wil- 


ley, and Wilson—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brown, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 
Harding, Harlan, Harris, Wenderson, Hicks, Lane of In- 
diana, McDougall, Riddle, Sprague, and Wright—14. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. I have several amendments 
to propose to this bill. The first one I shall offer 
is to come in as an additional section. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Before the amendment is 
read, | move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespayr, May 31, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuanninea. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


WAGON ROADS IN IDAHO. 
The SPEAKER stated that the regular order 


of business was the consideration of the bill of the 
llouse No. 323, reported from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to construct certain wagon 
roads in the Territory of Idaho. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.: 


Mr. ELIOT. [ ask the unanimous consent of 
the Heuse to report from the Committee on Com- 
merce two or three bills of a public nature on Sat- 
urday next after the morning hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that 
being done after the committees shall have been 
called for reports of a private nature. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would remind the 
gentleman that Saturdays have been set apart by 
order of the House for public business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ThenI have no objection. 

No objection being made, the leave was granted. 


ENFORCEMENT OF TREATIES. 


Mr. WILSON. _I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I call up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 487, to provide for the 
execution of treaties between the United States 
and foreign nations, respecting consular jurisdic- 
tion over the crews of vessels of such foreign na- 
tions in the waters and ports of the United States, 
was referred on Monday last to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

I desire to have that vote reconsidered, and the 
bill put upon its passage. I have a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State which explains 
the necessity for it. I will state that the bill has 


been informally before the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and they concur in the recommendation 
that it be passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. WILSON. I now withdraw the motion | 


to refer the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I hold in my hand the communication from the 
Secretary of State, which will explain the neces- 
sity for the passage of this bill. I send it to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the communication, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasuincton, May 26, 1864. 

Sir: The eighth article of the consular convention with 
France of the 23d of February, 1853, is in the following 
words: 

«The respective consuls general, consuls, vice consuls, 
or consular agents, shali have exclusive charge of the in- 
ternal order of the merchant vessels of their nation, and 
shall alone take cognizance of differenees which may arise 
either at sea or jn port, between the captain, officers, an 
crew, without exception, particularly in reference to the 
adjustment of wages and the execution of contracts. The 
local authorities shall not on any pretext interfere in these 
differences, but shall lend forcible aid to the consuls, when 
they may ask it, to arrest and imprison all persons com- 
posing the crew whom they may deem it necessary to con- 
fine. ‘Those persons shall be arrested at the sole request 
of the consuls, addressed in writing to the local authority, 
and supported by an official extract from the register of the 
ship or the list of the crew, and shall be held during the 
whole time of their stay in the port at the disposal of the 
consuls. Their release shall be granted at the mere request 
of the consuls made in writing. The expenses of the arrest 
and detention of those persons shall be paid by the con- 
suls.?? 

By the fifteenth article of the treaty with Sardinia of the 
26th of November, 1838, it is stipulated that “the two high 
contracting parties reciprocally grant to each other the lib- 
erty of having each in the ports and other commercial 
places of the other, consuls, vice consuls,and commercial 
agents of their own appointment, who shall enjoy the same 
privileges, powers, and exemptions as those of the most 
favored nations.”? 

A similar stipulation is contained in most of the other 
subsisting commercial treaties between the United States 
and foreign countries, the effect of which is to make the 
stipulation in the consular convention with France com- 
mon to them all. There is no law of the United States for 
the purpose of earrying that stipulation into effect, and as 
it appears from thé note of the minister of Italy accredited 
to this Government, a translation of which is herewith 
communicated, that vessels of his nation, in ports of the 
United States, have been put to serious inconvenience in 
consequence of having been improperly deprived of the 
services of parts of their crews, the expediency of enacting 
a general law for the purpose of enabling the Government 
faithfully to execute such treaties is submitted to your 
consideration. 


A draft of a bill is herewith transmitted. 
[ have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD, 
Hon. James F. Witson, Chairman of the Commitice on 
the Judiciary, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WILSON. Unless some member of the 
House desires some further explanation of the 
bill, I will move the previous question upon it. 

Mr. COX, I will say to the gentleman from 
Iowa that this bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and that they yester- 
day passed upon it and authorized their chairman 
to report the bill back to the House. I do not 
know how it got to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

r. WILSON. I have only to say that the 
Secretary of State sent that bill to me with the 
communication which has just been read, asking 
that action be taken uponit. I have followed his 
advice, and the Committee on the Judiciary found 
no objection to the bill. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to the pas- 
sage of the bill, The Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs have examined it and find it correct and 
necessary. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. WILSON moyed to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF MISSOURI TROOPS. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a joint resolution amendatory“f anact to provide 
fora et in the appropriation for the pay 
of officers and men actually employed in the 
Western department or the department of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

RAILROAD GRANT TO MICHIGAN. 


Mr. UPSON. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table and put on 
its passage Senate bill No. 250, to amend an act 





| 


anaes 
———— SS 


| of business. 
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entitled ‘An act making a grant of alternate sec- || pended in the proportion of $40,000 for each 
tions of the public lands to the State of Michigan, | 


to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
said State, and for other purposes.”’ 


Mr.SPALDING. I call for the regular order 


WAGON ROADS IN IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of a bill (H.R. No. 
323) to construct certain wagon roads in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals on April 19, and post- 
poned for ten days. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $240,000, 
to be expended, or so much as may be necessary, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, for the location and construction of the fol- 
lowing roads in the Territory. of Idaho: First. 
Beginning ata point on the present emigrant road 
at or near the mouth of Deer creek on the Platte 
river, to the mouth of Big Horn river; thence up 
the valley of the Yellowstone river to the head 
of the Missouri river. Second. Froma point on 
the western boundary of the State of Minnesota, 
on or near the forty-fifth parallel of north lati- 
tude, thence west to intersect the first-named road 
at the mouth of the Big Horn river. Third. Be- 
ginning at the mouth of the Niobrara, on the Mis- 
souri river, thence up the valley of the Niobrara 
to a proper place of intersection with the first- 
named road; provided, the sum appropriated shall 
be apportioned to the roads named, as follows: to 
the first road the sum of $100,000; to the second- 
named road the sum of $100,000; and to the third 
road named the sum of $40,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the object be to refer the 
bill, I have no objection; otherwise I make the 
point of order that the bill, making an appropri- 
ation, must be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


MISSISSIPPI RAPIDS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was a bill (H. R. No. 420) to construct 
a canal to improve the upper rapids and lower or 
Des Moines rapids of the Mississippi river; which 
had been postponed till the 3d of May, the ques- 
tion being on its engrossment. 

Mr. WILSON. | move that the bill be further 


postponed till the 8th day of June next, after the 
morning hour. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, informed the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed an act (H.R. No. 120) to reés- 
tablish the principal port of entry for the district 
of Champlain at Plattsburgh, and for other pur- 
poses, with amendments; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills of the following titles: 

An act (HR. R. No. 484) to incorp~ cate the 
Newsboys’ Home; and 

An act (H. R. No. 345) for the relief of Fred- 
eriak A. Beelen, late secretary of legation at Chili. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPE/ KER stated that the next businessin 
order was a bill (H. R. No. 190) to amend sec- 
tion fourteen of an act entitled **An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, and 
to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, which had been postponed 
till the 5th of May; the question being on its en- 
grossment. 

The bill was passed over informally. 


\ PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN TERRITORIES. 


TheSPEAKER stated that the next business in 
order was a bill (H. R. No. 342) making appro- 
priation for public buildings in the Territories of 
Colorado, Nevada, Dakota, Idaho, Arizona, and 
Montana, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $240,000 
for the erection of capitol] and penitentiary build- 
ings in the Territories of Colorado, Nevada, Da- 
kota, Idaho, Arizona, and Montana, to be ex- 


| 


| 


| 





Territory, and under the direction thereof; and 
appropriates the further sum of $7,500 to furnish 
the Territories of Idaho, Arizona, and Montana, 
each, with a public law library, to be expended 
in the proportion of $2,500 for each Territory, 
and under the legislative authority thereof, and 
appropriates the sum of $ to defray the ex- 
= of taking the census of the Territory of 
daho. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee on Territories reported this bill and de- 
sires its passage. The committee had some doubt 
whether, in the present state of the Treasury, it 
was advisable to appropriate this large sum of 
money; but in consideration of the fact that these 
Territories are now supplying the country with 
large amounts of the precious metals, estimated 
by good judges at $150,000,000 per annum, and 
from the necessity of having these Territories 
propefly organized, the committee deemed it 
proper to report this bill tothe House, leaving it to 
the House to say, under all the circumstances of 
the case, whether itshould be passed at this time, 

Unless there be some other disposition of the 
bill desired, I will move the previous question on 
its passage; but first ] move to fill the blank by 
inserting $9,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order 
that this amendment has not been before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it must be considered there. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. 
ment. 

Mr. FENTON. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Maine to let the bill be postponed till next 
December. This is a large appropriation, and 
there is no time to give it a proper investigation. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I am perfectly willing 
to have it postponed, if such be the desire of the 
House. : 

Mr. FENTON. Then I move to postpone it 
till the third Tuesday in December next, after the 
morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER announced the next business 
in order to be the call of committees for reports, 
beginning with the committee on the bankrupt 
law. 





I withdraw the amend- 


REGISTRATION IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr.DAWES. I rise toa privileged question. 
I call up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution in reference to the char- 
ter of the District of Columbia was yesterday 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COX. IL understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to agree to have the bill referred. 

Mr. DAWES. I didagree to have itreferred; 
and it was referred to the committee, 1 ascer- 
tained, since the reference, what has led me to 
move to reconsider; and these facts | desire to 
state to the House thet there may be a perfect 
understanding. 

The natare of the resolution is such that it can 
be easily understood even before it is read upon 
a simple statement of its contents. As I stated 
yesterday, and upona further examination I find 
it to be so, while it does not affect the qualifica- 
tion of a single voter in the District of Colum- 
bia according to the laws now in force, it simply 
provides that where any man otherwise a voter, 
according to the laws of the District, failed to 

et his name on the registry list six months ago, 

e may, upon presenting the proper evidence jo 
the proper authority heretofore constituted, get 
his name registered now and vote. 

Now, that is a very simple proposition, a prop- 
osition which it seems to me nobody who desires 
to secure the elective franchise of every man who 
is entitled to vote can object to; and inasmuch as 
the charter election in this city comes off on next 
Monday it did seem to me, upon examining this 
measure and ascertaining the delay which must 
necessarily follow by its consideration inthe Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, that I could 
not do my duty better than to move the recon- 
sideration which | did last night. 

I propose to call up that motion to reconsider 
now, and to submit a few remarks upon it. Then, 
if the House does not concur with me, of course 
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it is within the control of a majority to lay the | be referred to the Committee for the District of | 
motion on the table, and thereby retain it incom- || Columbia, there to be considered. ‘That was the | 
It was | 
| the contvact entered into by the House unani- | 


mittee, and have it considered there. 
If any gentleman hasany amendment to submit 


to the bill, any amendment which bas been con- | 
sidered in committee or any amendment which | 


THE CONGRESSIO 


suggests itself to any gentleman in the House, he | 


may submit it. The simple matter which | de- 


sire is that the bill may be acted on in time tobe || What is it? Only ascheme for manufacturing 


eivailable for the election about to be held. 

i can conceive of no other object for insisting 
upon retaining the bill in the Committee for the 
District of Columbiaexcept to deprive men other- 
wise entitled to the elective franchise in this Dis- 
trict of the opportunity to vote. 

The provisions of this bill have an analogy, I 
believe, in the laws of every State in the Union 
where a registry is required. | do not know of 
any State where a registry of votes is req» :red in 
which there is not a provision authorizing the 
proper autporities to place on the list the pames 
of all persons entitled to vote, and whose names 
have been omitted from it. And if there be any 
State which has not that provision, it is quite 
time they had. | call the previous question on 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to withdraw the de- 
mand for a moment. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I will; and, retaining the floor, 
will yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I presume the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, who seems to 
have taken charge of the business belonging to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, does 
not suppose that that committee are desirous of 
interposing any obstacles in the way of legal 
voling. But there seems to bea disposition now, 
as on one other occasion sometime ago, to take 
the business of the District out of the hands of 
the committee appointed by the House to con- 
sider it. On that occasion a colleague of mine 
volunteered to take charge of a measure appoint- 
ing a warden for the jail, a proposition, as he 
thought, so simple as to require no reference to 
a committee, and under his guardianship it was 
immediately passed. Itso happened that there 
was lying in jail at that time a man sentenced to 
death, and, in consequence of my colleague’s law, 
there was nobody who could legally hang him. 
And as his execution was thus prevented, the 
House may be entitled to some consideration as 
philanthropists for saving the life of a convicted 
felon. 

1 apprehend there is no particular necessity for 
assuming the business legitimately belonging to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia or the 
business belonging to any other committee. I 
apprehend the members of this House are well 
aware that there are several things connected with 
the elective franchise that it would be well te con- 
sider in committee, 

I have no feeling in regard to this bill. I do 
not know that I have any objection to its passace, 
but I do object to its being taken away from the 
proper committee and passed without considera- 
tion by the House. 

We have a day set apart by the courtesy of 
the House for the transaction of the District busi- 
ness—Friday next—and I think this particular 
amendment which is proposed now to the exist- 
ing law, and which has been allowed to sleep for 
so many years in the District, may safely be al- 
lowed to rest until Friday, when it will regularly 
come before the House for its action. 

1 am perfectly willing that the House shall re- 
lieve the Committee for the District of Columbia 
frqm all of their business, if on every occasion 
when any question happens to come up in which 
some gentleman on the other side takes a partic- 
ular interest the business of this District is to be 
taken out of our hands; yet if we are not to be 
allowed to consider these important measures and 
to report on them in the legitimate way, the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia ought to re- 
quest of the Speaker, outof respect to themselves, 
to relieve them and appoint some other members 
to take charge of that business. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, | was about to say 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I hardly 
think it good faith on his part to move a recon- 
skleration and bring the questionagain before the 
House, as the House only consented to have that 
bill reported on the understanding that it should 


| matter by one third of the House has been given 








unanimous understanding of the House. 


mously that this subject should have the consid- 
eration of the Committee for the District of Co- 
| lumbia, and I think it only fair to the House to 
| now leave this matter with that committee. 


| a lot of voters a week before the election. That 
is allitis, The gentleman says that itis only a 
registration of voters. It is making voters; giv- 
ing them the qualification of voters for this city— 
men who have joined the Loyal Leagues, newly 
appointed clerks, men after patronage. They are 
to be registered here for the purpose of controll- 
| ing perhaps a doubtful election. That is the best 
view we can take of this thing. 

I ask the gentleman whether or not, if this be 
a fair and good bill and ought to receive the sanc- 
tion of the House, it should not be sent to the 
committee to which it was referred yesterday, so 
that it may be reported on and the question fairly 
decided on next Friday? Why this haste? Why 
urge itnow? Is there anything he cannot under- 
stand? If there is, letthe committee sift it and re- 
port onit. Is there any fear that the Committee 
for the District of Columbia will not act fairly 
| in regard to the District business? If there is, 
then,as the gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of that committee said, make a new com- 
mittee, of better men, men more in favor of free 
suffrage in the District. And I hope until thatis 


done the House will treat the committee with per- 


fect respect and keep its faith on the terms made 
yesterday. 

Mr. BEAMAN. I donot desire to go intoany 
discussion of the merits of this case, but I desire 
to say to the House that I do not sympathize 
| with my colleague on the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia entirely in regard to the re- 
marks that he has seen proper to make. I do not 
regard this motion as any disrespect to that com- 
mittee, nor do I see the necessity for this bill 
going to it. It is brief and simple in its provis- 
ions, and if it be referred to that committee there 
will hardly be an elaborate report in regard to it. 
| am opposed to sending it to the committee, and 
| hope that it will pass. 

Mr. MALLORY. _ I was here yesterday when 
the gentleman from Massachusetts made the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules in order that this meas- 
ure might be taken up, and finding that the rules 
would not be suspended, there being not two thirds 
in favor of taking the resolution up and acting 
on it, he proposed to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Sreeve) that it should come before 
the House with the eee it should be 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. The gentleman from New York agreed 
to that suggestion, and the House acted on it. 
When this agreement was made that it should be 
referred to the committee to digest it and make a 
report, I went to the gentleman from New York 
and told him that | thought he had acted under a 
misapprehension. I said, “By your agreement 
and the aetion of the House the control of this 





up, and the control given to a majority of the 
members of the House, and my impression is that 
action will be had by a majority because of she 
motion you have consented to just now.’’ He re- 
| plied, ‘*I conceive that impossible, for in good 
| faith that matter has been committed to the Com- 
| mittee for the Distsdet of Columbia, and I deem it 
| hardly possible that they will tke it up and act 
| upon it without allowing the Committee for the 
District of Columbia to report upon it.” 
| That conversation was between the chairman 
of the committee and myself. I at last concurred 
with him in his views, and supposed he was right; 
and that the House, after referring this matter to 
the committee, when it had no power to get itup 
and act upon it without the consent of two thirds, 
would stand by the good faith it had pledged, and 
would let the committee act upon the bill, and 
report their action to the House. , 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. | desire to state 
not only that I had the conversation referred to 
by the distinguished gentleman from Kenwucky, 
but that | should have selected, as the last man 
in this House, perhaps, my friend from Massa- 
chusetts as a gentleman who would in any way, 

| directly or indirectly, flinch from what was a fair 
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and honorable understanding. The gentleman 


from Massachusetts said to me that if I would 
consent to let this bill come before the House— 
I having objected to its coming before the House 
—he would consent that it should go to our com- 
mittee. That arrangement was made between 
us before the whole House; and I did not expect 
that my friend from Massachusetts was to be the 
man to attempt to get rid of a fair and straight- 
forward arrangement. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing could pain me more 
than the loss of confidence of my friend from New 
York, although much of it must have arisen from 
his private conversation with the distinguished 
gentleman from Kentucky, which he did not do 


.me the honar to communicate to me, 


Mr. STEELE, of New York. I wish to ask 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
if he did not propose to me that if I would with- 
draw my objection he would allow this bill to go 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to state the trans- 
action just as I understood it. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. One question 
more. 

Mr. DAWES. One ata time. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Another ques- 
tion just here. I would ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether when the did that he did 
not intend in good faith that the committee should 
consider the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. If my friend has got all his 
questions put now | will try to answer them. 1 
did try to get this matter before the House to be 
acted upon yesterday. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky 1s quite mistaken when he says | moved 
to saapend the rules, and finding that I could not 
get a majority of two thirds to suspend the rules, 
I resorted to an arrangement. I ntade no motion 
to suspend the rules, and consequently did not 
find that a majority of two thirds was lacking. I 
made no such motion, because no such motion 
was necessary. The bill was at all times under the 
control of a majority of the House, and the only 
difficulty existing was that it would take some 
time to take up and dispose of the matters on the 
Speaker’s table before this bill could be reached. 
That was all. A majority of the House could 
have controlled it at all times. 1 never had the 
matter at any time in a position that it required 
any more than a majority of the House to con- 
trol it, but it did require some little time to reach 
the bill upon the table. 

The gentleman from New York did object. I 
then urged some reasons why | wanted the bill 
considered. The gentleman said he would ob- 
ject. The Speaker said it could be reached bya 
majority by taking up one bill after another upon 
the Speaker’stable. I said to the gentleman from 
New York that if I could not do any better he 
might make a motion to refer it to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, that that would 
hasten it to some extent, and that would be as 
much as I could do, 

I say in all good faith to the House that when 
I made that suggestion to the gentleman from 
New ¥ork I had no idea of a motion to recon- 
sider; and the motion'to reconsider which I en- 
tered at the last moment was the result of an ex- 
amination of the measure, and of a consideration 
of the chances that the nfeasure would not be re- 
ported from the committee on Friday next. With- 
out any idea that I had committed myself to any 
arrangement that the bill should be referred to the 
committee, | suggested to the gentleman from 
New York that if he would make the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee for the District 
of Colambia it would hurry it along, and place 
it ahead of the other business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

I wish now to say a.word about the character 
of the measure, in reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] says it is not a,measure to 
enable legal voters ttheir votes, That shows 
that the gentieman has not read the measure, but 
has taken some suggestion from outside. The 
very first line of the bili will show to the gentle- 
man that it angles only to those otherwise qual- 
ified to vote. e phraseology is that men who 


lave every qualification as voters required by the 
laws of this District, excepting the one of naving 
succeeded six months ago in getting their names 
registered, may vote, and it provides. for proof to 
be furnished to the appropriate parties—the same 
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